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Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  March. 


1  CFR 


12  CFR 


16  CFR — Continued 


Ch.  1 _ _  8765 

Proposed  Rules  : 

304 _  9188 

3  CFR 

Proclamations: 

4420  _ 9083 

4421  _  10209 

Executive  Orders  : 

11533  (Amended  by  EO  11907) _  9085 

11846  (See  EO  11907) _  9085 

11907 _ _  9085 

4  CFR 


Proposed  Rules: 


208_ . 

217 _ 

250— . . 

337 _ 

526 _ 

545  _ 

546  _ _ 

556 _ _ 

563 _ 

571 _ _ _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

11 . . 

226 . . 

329__ . 

545. . 


— .  10211 
—  10061 

_  10062 

_  9859 

_  8946 

_  9297 

_  9297 

_ 9131 

_ 9133 

9132,  9297 
_  9133 


9884 

10077 

9896 

8980 


10_. 

414 

5  CFR 


9570 

9562 


13  CFR 

121 _ 


Proposed  Rules: 


9297 


213 . . .  9533.  10059 

7  CFR 

2„ _ 9355 

68 _  9857 

215 _  9533 

225 _  9533 

331 . . . . — .  8943 

354 _  8765.  8944 

722 _  9540 

728. _ 9541 

775 _ 9541 

905 _ 8765 

907 _  9356 

910 . —  9858 

989 _  8944 

1832. . 10211 


Proposed  Rules: 

17 . 

29 . 

70. . — 

650 _ 

728- . — 

917 _ 

1131 _ 

1140 _ 

1701. . 

8  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

212— . . .  10231 


_  9892 

—  10068 

_  9982 

_  9363 

10069 

_  10231 

_  9892 

_  9182 

9556,  9557 


107 . 8800 

113. .  10234 

120 _ 10234 


14  CFR 


39 _  8766.  9298-9301 

71 _  9301,  9302,  9859,  9860 

73 . .  9302.  9860 

75 _  9302 

97— . 9303 

293— _ 9305 

374_ . 9303 

1206 _ I _  9307 


Proposed  Rules  : 


39— _ _  9365.  9366,  9367 

61 _  9366 

71 _  9367-9371,  9558,  9893 

73— . —  9558 

75 _  9372 

91 _ 8797 

93 _  9372 

103_ . 9188 

207  _  9189 

208  . . —  9189 

212 . 9189 

214 _ 9189 

217 _  9189 

241 _  9189 

249 . 9189 

371 _  9189 

389_ . 9189 


9  CFR 

56 . 8944 

73 . .  9542,  10059 

76 _ 9542 

78 . 10059 

331— . 8945 

381 _ 8945 

10  CFR 

205.  . .  9088 

'  210 . 9088 

212 _  9088 

Proposed  Rules  : 

211  _  9196,  9391 

212  _  9196,  9199,  9381,  9391,  10075 


15  CFR 

30 _ 

50 . . 

2002 _ 

2006 _ 


9134 

8767 

9307 

9307 


16  CFR 

2 _ 

3  _ 

4  _ 

13 . 

437 _ 

1201 _ 

1207 _ 

1615  _ 

1616  _ 


. .  9860 

_  9860 

_  9860 

9860,  9862 

_  8980 

_  8798 

9307,  10062 

_  9864 

_  9864 


Proposed  Rules: 

454.. . 

455— . 

1500 . 

1507 _ 

1700 _ 

17  CFR 


200. . - 

201 . . 

250 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 . 

32 _ 

240- . 

249 . 

270 _ 

18  CFR 

2. . - 

260 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

35 . . 

101 _ 

104 _ 

154. . . 

201 _ 

204 . . 

19  CFR 


206- . 

207 . . 

159 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ 

24 _ 


10232 

10233 
9512 
9512 
9561 


9552 

8949 

9865 

8767 


9528 

9189 

10078 

10078 

8799 


9865 

9867 


9569 

9569 

9569 

9569 

9569 

9569 


10212 

10212 

10212 

8950 


8800,  10230 
.  9555 


20  CFR 

405 _ 9307 

602 _ 10215 

Proposed  Rules: 

640 _  9559 


21  CFR 

1_ . —  9875 

2 . . . 10216 

3  . —  9875 

4  _ 9317 

8 _ 9875 

121 . 9543-9545,  10216 

123_ _ 8975 

135c . 9149 

135d _  9149 

135e . 9149 

310 _ 9546 

314— .  9317 

520 _ —  9149 

522 . 8976,  9150 

540— . 9150,  10063 

555 _ 9150 

558.. .  9150,  9875,  10063,  10216 

561. .  8768,  8975 

1301 . 9546 

Proposed  Rules: 

201 .  9557 

207 .  9183,  9557 

210. .  9557 
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21  CFR — Continued 


32  CFR — Continued 


41  CFR 


Proposed  Rules — Continued 


229 _  9557 

1303 .  8794 

22  CFR 

601. . - . — . —  9318 

Proposed  Rules: 

42. .  10230 

23  CFR 

633. .  8769,  8950 

652 _ _ - . -  9321 

710 _  9321 

712  _  9321 

713  _ 9321 

720 _  9321 

740 _  9321 

750  _ 9321 

751  _ 9321 

770  _  9321 

771  _  9321 


24  CFR 


805 _  10152 

1914  _  9150-9152 

1915  _  9356 

1916  _ _  8950,  8951 

1917  _ 9153 

1920  _  .  8951-8954,  9153 

1920 _  8951-8954,  9153,  10216,  10217 


Proposed  Rules: 


570. . - . - . —  8797 

866 _ 10313 

880 _  9682 

882 _  9997 

888  _  8882 

1917 _  8978,  9183-9188,  9364 


26  CFR 

Ch.  1 . - .  8769 

1  . . .  9321,  9546 

41  . .  9875 

53__ . . . .  9321 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 .  8800,  9891 

20 _ _ —  8800 


1206. . 

1207 . 

1208. . 

1209. . 

1210 . 

1212. . . 

1213— . . 

1214.  . 

1215.  . 

1216 _ 

1217— . . 

1219- . — 

1220 _ 

1221. . . 

1225. . 

1250. . 

Proposed  Rules: 

243- . 

1450  _ 

1451  _ 

1470  _ 

1471  _ 

1472  _ 

1473  _ 

1474  _ 

1475  _ 

1477 _ 

1480— . 

1498  _ 

1499  _ 


33  CFR 

25 _ 

82 _ 

209 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

110 _ 

207 _ 


36  CFR 

2 . . 

Proposed  Rules: 
221 _ 


9112 

9114 

9115 

9116 
9116 

9116 

9117 

9118 

9119 
9119 
9123 

9123 

9124 

9124 

9125 
9125 


9173 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 

8984 


9328 

8769 

9338 


8794 

10068 


9553 


9363 


27  CFR 

5_ . . . -  10217 

28  CFR 

50 _ _ _  10222 

29  CFR 

5_ .  10063 

60 . —  8954 

89— . 9066 

1928  10190 

1952— II— I— —  8955, ~9547,~  10063,  10064 
2609— . 8769 

30  CFR 

71- .  10223 

32  CFR 

41 .  9088 

245 _  9322 

1201. .  9093 

1202 .  9105 

1203—  .  9106 

1204—  .  9110 

1205 .  9110 


38  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 


3 . .  9201,  9396 

39  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

111 _ _ _  9395 


40  CFR 

35 . . - _ _  9340 

52—  8769,  8770,  9339,  9547,  10064,  10223 

80 _ _ _  10065 

86 _  9878 

180 . .  8770,  9344 

457— . . ; _ _ —  10180 

Proposed  Rules: 

52 .  9376,  9377,  10069 

55 . . - .  10071 

180. . — .  8798 

457 .  10186 


14-7 .  8973 

14-10 .  8972 

14-11 . 8975 

101-11 . 3771 

43  CFR 

4700- . - .  9879 

Proposed  Rules: 

3206 . 8794 

3500 _  9363 

3520 . 9363 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5572— .  8975 

5573  _ _ —  9345 

5574  _  9548 

5575  _  9548 


45  CFR 


99 . . - .  9062 

148 _  10200 

160f . 9882 

177 _ _ —  8975 

1221 . . —  10228 

1228. . 8791 

1501 _  8790 

Proposed  Rules: 

1067 _  9376 

1600 _ 9571 

46  CFR 

401 _ _ —  8775 

503 _  9153 

510 _  9548 

527 . . — .  9549 

536  . 9154 

537  _  9549 

540 _ 9549 

Proposed  Rules: 

64 . 9188 

146. . 9188 


47  CFR 


0_ . 9550 

1  —  , _  9345,  9550 

2  _ _ _  9154,  10065 

15 _ 9345 

68— . - .  9154,  10065,  10224 

73 _  8777,  8779,  10066,  10224 

76- .  9551,  10066 

97 . 8780 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 . 9894 

15 . - .  9189 

73 _ _ — _  8799. 

9190, 9191, 9567,  9568, 10231 

87 .  10232 

81 . 9894 

83_ .  8799,  9894 


49  CFR 


255_ . 9692 

325 _ _ _ —  10225 

393 _  9882 

571 . .  8783,  9350 

581. .  9346 
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49  CFR — Continued 


613 _  10316 

1033 .  8790,  8971,  8972,  10227 

1056  _ 9551 

1057  _ 10228 

1100 _  8790 

1201  .  9157.  9162 

1202  . 9157,  9162 

1203- .  9157,  9162 

1204  . 9158,  9163 

1205  . 9158,  9163 

1206  . 9159,  9164 

1207  _ 9159,  9164 

1208  _ 9159,  9165 

1209  . 9160,  9165 

1210. . 9160,  9166 


Proposed  Rules: 


171 _ 

179 _ 

390 _ 

571 _ 

581  — 

1048 _ 

1049— 
Ch.  X... 

_  9188 

_  9188 

_  8979 

_  9374 

_  9374 

_  9397 

_  9397 

_  9202 

50  CFR 

25 _ 

_ 9166 

26  _ 

_ 

_  9167 

27 _ 

.  ...  .  _  J 

_  9168 

28 _ 

—  9171,9355 

33  _ 

_  9355 

240 _ 

_  10067 

Proposed  Rules  : 


Ch.  X 


9351  20. 


9177 
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reminders 

(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  Irom  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance,  since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  It  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  at  publication  ) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/CG — Drawbridge  operations,  Indian 

River,  Fla . . 6259;  2-12-76 

DOT/FHA — Interim  regulations;  certifica¬ 
tion  acceptance  . 6914;  2-13-76 

EPA — Guidelines  for  the  storage  and  col¬ 
lection  of  residential,  commercial,  and 
institutional  solid  waste  .  6766; 

2-13-76 

.  FCC — Radio  broadcast  services;  table  of 
assignments  in  certain  cities  in  cer¬ 
tain  states . 5635;  2-9-76 

Table  of  assignments,  Goleta,  Califor¬ 
nia . 5394;  2-6-76 

HUD/FHA — Mobile  home  construction  and 
safety  standards;  effective  3-15-76. 

40261;  9-2-75 
Labor/Employment  and  Training  Adminis¬ 
tration-Amount  of  compensation; 
disaster  unemployment  assistance. 

6756;  2-13-76 
Unemployment  compensation;  standard 
for  appeals  promptness  .  6756; 

2-13-76 

Treasury — Contract  compliance;  equal  op¬ 
portunity  employment....  6760;  2-13-76 


Next  Week’s  Deadlines  for  Comments 
On  Proposed  Rules 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

Hash  brown  potatoes;  grade  stand¬ 
ards;  comments  by  3-31-76. 

3309;  1-22-76 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service — 

School  breakfast  program;  comments 

by  3-19-76 . 7138;  2-17-76 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Educational  FM  broadcast  stations  in 
Moorpark,  Calif.;  table  of  assign¬ 
ments;  comments  by  3-18-76. 

7428;  2-18-76 
Standard  broadcast  band;  clear  channel 
broadcasting;  comments  by  3-18-76, 
reply  comments  by  4-19-76. 

58467;  12-17-75 
Tariff  filings  to  the  public;  inquiry;  com¬ 
ments  by  3-18-76  ...  7427;  2-18-76 
FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Crude  oil  and  unfinished  oil;  all  fee- 
exempt;  processed  in  licensee’s  own 
facility  requirements;  comments  by 

3-17-76 .  8497;  2-27-76 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Federal  Reserve  Banks;  collection  of 
checks  and  other  items;  comments 

by  3-19-76 .  3097;  1-21-76 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Health  spas;  extension  of  time  to  pro¬ 
pose  disputed  issues  of  fact;  com¬ 
ments  by  3-18-76  58867;  12-19-75 
HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 
Office  of  Education — 

School,  library  resources,  textbooks 
and  other  instructional  materials; 
proposed  financial  assistance; 
comments  by  3-18-76  . 7112; 

2-17-76 


Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service — 
Separation  of  services  from  assistance 
payments;  comments  by  3-16-76. 

7115;  2-17-76 

Social  Security  Administration — 

Supplemental  security  income  for  the 
aged,  blind,  and  disabled;  com¬ 
ments  by  3-18-76  .  7415; 

2-18-76 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Community  development  block  grants; 
comments  by  3-19-76 .  7515; 

2-19-76 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

Prospecting  permittees;  issuance  of 
leases;  extension  of  comments 
date;  comments  by  3-19-76. 

7110;  2-17-76 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service — 

Conservation  of  endangered  and 
threatened  species  of  fish,  wildlife 
and  plants;  comments  by  3-15-76. 

6264;  2-12-76 

Geological  Survey — 

Disposal  of  government  royalty  oil; 
administrative  costs;  comments  by 
3-15-76  .  6264:2-12-76 

National  Park  Service — 

Katmai  National  Monument,  Alaska; 
fishing;  comments  by  3-18-76. 

7110;  2-17-76 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Fire  protection;  reciprocal  agreements 
and  emergency  assistance;  com¬ 
ments  by  3-20-76 .  7950; 

2-23-76 

INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND  WATER 
COMMISSION,  UNITED  STATES  AND 
MEXICO 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  comments  by 
3-15-76 .  5292;  2-5-76 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Commercial  zones  and  termial  areas; 
comments  by  3-15-76. 

2254;  1-15-76 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 

Railroad  accidents;  rules  pertaining  to 
notification;  comments  by  3-15-76. 

5298;  2-5-76 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Business  loan  policy;  comments  by 
3-15-76  .  6288;  2-12-76 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

Visual  identification  of  certain  tank 
barges;  comments  by  3-16-76. 

5291;  2-5-76 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 
Airworthiness  directive;  Beech  model 
200  series  airplanes;  comments  by 

3-18-76  . 7116;  2-17-76 

Control  zone;  proposed  alteration; 
Chico,  Calif.;  comments  by 

3-18-76 . 7117;  2-17-76 

Restricted  areas:  proposed  alteration; 
comments  by  3-18-76  ...  ..  7117; 

2-17-76 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
internal  Revenue  Service — 

Interest  upon  obligations  of  a  State, 
territory,  etc.;  comments  by 
3-18-76  .  4829;  2-2-76 


Next  Week’s  Meetings 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Compliance  and  Enforcement  Proceed¬ 
ings  Committee;  to  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (open  with  restrictions); 

3-19-76 .  8527;  2-27-76 

Subcommittee  on  Informal  Procedures 
of  the  Committee  on  Informal  Action; 
to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

3-16-76 .  8851;  3-1-76 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

Shippers  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  Lakeland,  Florida  (open), 

3-16-76 .  9407;  3-4-76 

Forest  Service — 

California  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  San  Francisco,  California 
(open),  3-15-76.  ..  6780;  2-13-76 
Deschutes  National  Forest  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  at  Bend, 

Oreg.  (open),  3-18-76 .  9000; 

3-2-76 

Manti  Division  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  to  be  held  in  Price,  Utah 
(open),  2-19-76...  3886;  1-27-76 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Agricultural  Research  Policy  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (open),  3-16-76. 

6781;  2-13-76 
CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

Alabama  Advisory  Committee;  to  be  held 
in  Montgomery,  Alabama  (open), 

3-19-76 . .  8822;  3-1-76 

California  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  Berkeley,  California  (open), 
3-18  through  3-20-76  (2  docu¬ 
ments) .  6789-90;  2-13-76 

Maine  Advisory  Committee;  to  be  held 
at  the  University  of  Maine,  Augusta, 

Maine  (open),  3-17—76 .  7989; 

2-23-76 

Vermont  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  Montpelier,  Vermont  (open), 

3-15-76 .  6791;  2-13-76 

West  Virginia  Advisory  Committee,  to  be 
held  in  Beckley,  W  Va.  (open), 

3-18-76 . 7446;  2-18-76 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (closed), 

3-17-76 .  8528;  2-27-76 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration — 

Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (partially  open),  3-16-76. 

6299;  2-12-76 

Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  to  -be  held  In  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (partially  open),  3-17-76. 

6298;  2-12-76 
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President’s  Export  Council;  to  be  held 
in  Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  re* 
strictions),  3-18-76 .  7165; 

2-17-76 

Management-Labor  Textile  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (open  with  restrictions), 

3-16-76 . 3496;  1-23-76 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Bureau  of  Standards — 

Advisory  Committee  for  International 
Legal  Metrology;  to  be  held  in 
Gaithersburg,  Md.  (open),  3-17 

and  3-18-76 .  4953;  2-3-76 

Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Task  Group  15;  to  be  held  in 
Gaithersburg,  Md.  (open),  3-16 

thru  3-18-76 .  5861;  2-10-76 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Definition  and 
Regulation  of  Market  Instruments;  to 
be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
3-18  and  3-19-76....  9418;  3-4-76 
DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Defense  Industry  Advisory  Group  in 
Europe  (DIAGE),  to  be  held  in  Brus¬ 
sels,  Belgium  (closed),  3-19-76. 

9247;  3-3-76 

Air  Force  Department — 

Air  University  Board  of  Visitors;  to 
be  held  in  Alabama  (closed), 

3-16-76 . 3108;  1-21-76 

Army  Department — 

Army  Financial  Management  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  in  the  Penta¬ 
gon;  (open  with  restrictions),  3-16 

and  3-17-76 . 8513;  2-27-76 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Advisory  Group  on  Electronic  Devices; 
to  be  held  at  Monterey,  Calif, 
(closed),  3-15-76  8193;  2-25-76 
ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
National  Air  Pollution  Control  Tech¬ 
niques  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D  C.  (open),  3-17 

and  3-18-76 . '7585;  2-19-76 

State-Federal  Water  Programs  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  3-17  and  3-18-76. 

8824;  3-1-76 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Marine 
Services;  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  (open)  on  various  dates  in 

March .  8827;  3-1-76 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  ON  AGING 

Federal  Council  on  the  Aging;  to  be  held 
in  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  3-16  and 

3-17-76 . 7992;  2-23-76 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Coal  Industry  Advisory  Committee;  to 
be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

3-16-76 . 8829;  3-16-76 

Consumer  Affairs/Special  Impact  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee;  to  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (open),  3-18-76. 

8829;  3-1-76 
State  Regulatory  Advisory  Committee;  to 
be  held  in  Chicago,  III.  (open), 
3-19-76 .  9005;  3-2-76 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Finance-Technical  Advisory  Committee; 
to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

3-17-76 . . . 8543;  2-27-76 

National  Gas  Survey,  Supply-Technical 
Advisory  Task  Force,  Nonconventional 
Natural  Gas  Resources;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  3-16-76 

07gQ.  j_2g _ yg 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration — 

Minority  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  Boston,  Massachusetts; 
(open),  3-17  through  3-19-76. 

8521;  2-27-76 
Center  for  Disease  Control — 

Venereal  Disease  Control  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  in  Atlanta, 
Georgia  (open),  3-18  and 

3-19-76 . 8522;  2-27-76 

Education  Office — 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Voca¬ 
tional  Education;  to  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  3-18  and 

3-19-76 . 8205;  2-25-76 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 
Advisory  Committees;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  re¬ 
strictions),  3-1  through  3-19-76. 

6300;  2-12-76 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Definition  for  "paid”  and  "volun¬ 
teer”  blood  donors;  to  be  held 
in  Bethesda,  Maryland  (open), 

3-18-76 .  8523;  2-27-76 

Obstetrics  and  Gynecology  Advisory 
Committee,  to  be  held  in  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md.  (open),  3-19-76. 

7973;  2-23-76 
Panel  on  Review  of  Blood  and  Blood 
Derivatives,  to  be  held  in  Bethesda, 
Md.  (open),  3-19  and  3-20-76. 

7973;  2-23-76 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

Dental  Research  Institutes  and  Spe¬ 
cial  Programs  Advisory  Committee; 
to  be  held  at  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land  (partially  open),  3-17  and 

3-18-76 . 8204;  2-25-76 

High  Blood  Pressure  Working  Group; 
to  be  held  at  Bethesda,  Maryland 
(open),  3-15-76  ...  8204;  2-25-76 
National  Advisory  Allergy  and  Infec¬ 
tious  Diseases  Council;  to  be  held 
at  Bethesda,  Maryland  (closed), 

3-17-76 . 8204;  2-25-76 

Radiological  Diagnosis  of  Cancer  to 

be  held  in  Bethesda,  Md.  (open), 

3-16-76 .  2843;  1-20-76 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

President’s  Committee  on  Mental  Re¬ 
tardation;  to  be  held  in  Providence, 
Rhode  Island  (open),  3-17,  3-18 
and  3-19-76 .  7979;  2-23-76 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bonneville  Power  Administration — 
Bonneville  Regional  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil;  to  be  held  in  Portland,  Oregon 
(open).  3-17-76 .  5409;  2-6-76 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

Craig  District  Advisory  Board;  to  be 
held  in  Craig,  Colorado  (open), 

3-17-76 .  6780;  2-13-76 

Riverside  District  Multiple-Use  Ad¬ 
visory  Board;  to  be  held  in  River¬ 
side,  California  (open),  3-18  and 

3-19-76 .  7535;  2-19-76 

Roseburg  District  Multiple  Use  Ad¬ 
visory  Board;  to  be  held  in  Rose¬ 
burg,  Oregon  (open  with  restric¬ 
tions),  3-17-76.  ..  7158;  2-17-76 

National  Park  Service — 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  National  His¬ 
torical  Park  Commission;  to  be 
held  in  Harpers  Ferry,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  (open  with  restrictions), 
3-20-76 . 8517;  2-27-76 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Technology  Task  Group  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Enhanced  Recovery 
Techniques  for  Oil  and  Gas  in  the 
United  States;  to  be  held  in  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  (open),  3-17 
and  3-18-76 . 8518;  2-27-76 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration — 

National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Criminal  Justice  Standards  and 
Goals,  to  be  held  in  Tempe,  Ari¬ 
zona  (open),  3-18  thru  3-20-76. 

7967;  2-23-76 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance — 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  for 
Higher  Education  Equal  Employ¬ 

ment  Opportunity  Programs;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
3-27-76 . 5880;  2-10-76 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND 
HEALTH 

To  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
3-18-76 . 9016;  3-2-76 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  THE 
EDUCATION  OF  DISADVANTAGED 
CHILDREN 

Meeting;  to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C# 
(open),  3-19  and  3-20-76. 

9421;  3-4-76 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

NASA  Space  Program  Advisory  Council 
Applications  Committee;  to  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  seat¬ 
ing  restrictions),  3-18-76. 

8234;  2-25-76 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
HUMANITIES 

Research  Grants  Panel;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  3-19, 
3-22,  3-26  and  4-2-76  .  9422; 

3-4-76 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  OF  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Public  Media  Advisory  Panel;  to  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  3-15 
and  3-16-76 .  8235;  2-25-76 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Advisory  Panel  for  Human  Cell  Biology; 
to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
3-19  and  3-20-76 .  8839;  3-1-76 
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Ethical  &  Human  Value  Implications  of 
Science  &  Technology  (EHVIST)  Sub¬ 
panel;  to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C. 
(closed),  3-18  through  3-20-76. 

8549;  2-27-76 
Federal  Agency  Scientific  and  Technical 
Information  Managers;  to  be  held  in 
Arlington,  Va.  (open  with  restric 

tions),  3-17-76 .  7164;  2-17-76 

International  Decade  of  Ocean  Explora¬ 
tion  Proposal  Review  Panel;  to  be  held 
in  Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  3-18 

through  3-19-76 .  8549;  2-27-76 

Utility  Advisory  Panel;  to  be  held  in 
Cleveland,  Ohio  (open),  3-19-76. 

8839;  3-1-76 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  Environmental  Subcommittee; 
to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C  (open), 
3-16  and  3-17-76.  ..  8837;' 3-1-76 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  Subcommittee  on  Emergency 
Core  Cooling  Systems;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  3-16-76. 

8833;  3-1-76 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  Subcommittee  on  the  Floating 
Nuclear  Plant;  to  be  held  in  Los 
Angeles,  California  (open),  3-19-76. 

8834;  3-1-76 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  Working  Group  on  Plutonium 


Shipping  Packages;  to  be  held  in 
Chicago,  III.  (open),  3-16-76. 

8000;  2-23-76 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Los  Angeles  District  Advisory  Council, 
to  be  held  in  Los  Angeles,  California 
(open),  3-15-76  .  7475;  2-18-76 

Philadelphia  District  Advisory  Council; 
to  be  held  in  Bala  Cynwyd,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (open),  3-18-76  .  7601; 

2-19-76 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Agency  for  International  Development — 
Research  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open) 
3-22  and  3-23-76 . 5839; 

2-10-76 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee, 
Subcommittee  on  Safety  of  Life  at 
Sea;  to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C. 
<open),  3-18-76.  ..  6289;  2-12-76 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

Air  Traffic  Procedures  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee;  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  3-18-76  .  7543; 

2-19-76 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Internal  Revenue  Service — 

Transfers  for  public,  charitable  and 
religious  uses;  comments  by 
3-19-76  .  8800;  3-1-76 


Next  Week’s  Public  Hearings 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  Education — 

School,  library  resources,  textbooks 
and  other  instructional  materials; 
hearing  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  3-18-76 . 7111; 

2-17-76 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 
Office- 

Presidential  Lakes,  to  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  3-23-76.  ..  7442; 

2-18-76 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Round  stainless  steel  wire;  to  be  held 
in  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  3-16-76 
2280;  1-15-76 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Wage  and  Hour  Division — 

Industry  Committee  for  Industries  in 
American  Samoa,  to  be  held  on 
3-19-76. 


Ust  of  Public  Laws 


Non:  No  acts  approved  by  the  President 
were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  Inclusion  In  today's  List  of 
Public  Laws. 
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Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4421 

National  Farm  Safety  Week,  1976 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

As  we  celebrate  our  Bicentennial  Year,  we  reflect  upon  those  factors  which  have 
propelled  us  from  a  virtual  wilderness  to  our  present  position  of  world  leadership. 
Beyond  question,  the  achievements  of  our  agricultural  community  are  among  the 
most  important  of  these  factors. 

Dedicated  farmers  and  ranchers,  in  partnership  with  the  scientific,  technical,  and 
business  communities,  have  pushed  agricultural  efficiency  and  productivity  to  unparal¬ 
leled  heights.  As  a  result,  little  more  than  four  percent  of  our  labor  force  is  able  to  pro¬ 
duce  enough  to  make  us  the  best-fed  nation  and  to  provide  sustenance  to  countless 
millions  around  the  world. 

But  it  is  not  enough  to  honor  our  past.  To  meet  the  challenges  of  the  future  with 
confidence,  we  must  be  assured  of  an  unfailing  flow  of  agricultural  products.  The  abil¬ 
ity  of  agriculture  to  fulfill  these  needs  depends  not  only  on  sophisticated  technology, 
but  also  upon  the  removal  of  impediments  to  production.  We  must  not  relax  our  con¬ 
cern  about  the  fact  that  accidents  are  a  major  drain  upon  the  human  and  economic 
resources  of  our  agricultural  community.  Although  the  death  rate  from  accidents 
in  agriculture  is  declining,  we  must  continue  to  press  for  the  elimination  of  every 
preventable  mishap  that  diminishes  the  strength  and  productivity  of  our  farmers 
and  ranchers. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  do  hereby  designate  the  week  of  July  25,  1976  through  July  31,  1976,  as 
National  Farm  Safety  Week.  I  urge  all  who  live  and  work  on  the  Nation’s  farms  and 
ranches  to  make  safety  an  integral  part  of  all  daily  activities  on  the  job  and  at  play,  at 
home  and  on  the  highway.  I  also  urge  those  who  work  with  and  serve  agricultural 
producers  to  make  a  special  commitment  during  our  two-hundredth  birthday  year  to 
the  task  of  helping  to  make  rural  America  a  truly  safe  place  in  which  to  live  and  work. 
I  call  upon  all  Americans  to  remember  that  we  are  blessed  with  a  strong  and  viable 
agriculture,  and  that  we  must  also  keep  it  safe  for  ourselves  and  future  generations. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  eighth  day  of 
March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-six,  and  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundredth. 

rfLi/r?.  &-/ 

[FR  Doc.76-7067  Filed  3-&-76;5:52  pm] 
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rules  one!  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  ara 
Keyed  to  and  codified  In  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  XVIII— FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — LOANS  PRIMARILY  FOR 
PRODUCTION  PURPOSES 

[FmHA  Instruction  441.2] 

PART  1832— EMERGENCY  LOANS 

Subpart  A — Emergency  Loan  Policies, 
Procedures,  and  Authorizations 

Revisions 

Section  1832.22  (a),  (d)  (2)  and  (3)  of 
Subpart  A  of  Part  1832,  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (40  FR  42320  at 
42330)  are  revised.  The  revision  to 
§  1832.22(a)  changes  the  security  re¬ 
quirement  for  annual  Emergency  loans. 
The  present  regulation  provides  that  for 
a  loan  of  more  than  $25,000,  it  must  be 
secured  by  more  than  a  crop  lien.  The  re¬ 
vision  provides  that  when  an  applicant 
for  a  loan  can  provide  no  security  other 
than  a  first  lien  on  crop  or  livestock  pro¬ 
duction,  that  the  amount  of  the  loan  will 
be  limited  to  the  greater  of  $50,000,  or 
half  the  estimated  gross  income  for  the 
crop  year  for  which  the  loan  is  made. 

The  revisions  to  §  1832.22(d)  (2)  and 

(3)  will  clarify  the  conditions  that  must 
be  met  before  exceptions  can  be  made 
to  the  security  requirements.  These  re¬ 
visions  are  not  published  for  proposed 
rulemaking  because  such  notice  would 
be  contrary  to  public  interest  inasmuch 
as  any  delay  in  providing  the  assistance 
afforded  by  the  revision  to  eligible  dis¬ 
aster  victims  would  cause  possible  finan¬ 
cial  hardships  to  many  such  victims.  In 
addition,  such  delay  may  cause  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  the  local  economy  of  areas 
affected  by  disasters.  Interested  persons, 
however,  may  submit  written  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  to  the  Office  of 
the  Chief,  Directives  Management 
Branch,  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
6316,  South  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  on  or  before  April  12,  1976.  Ma¬ 
terial  thus  submitted  will  be  evaluated 
and  acted  upon  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
this  document  were  a  proposal.  Section 
1832.22  (a),  (d)  (2)  and  (3)  of  Subpart 
A  of  Part  1832  as  revised,  however,  will 
remain  effective  until  it  is  further  re¬ 
vised  or  amended.  All  written  submis¬ 
sions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Directives 
Management  Branch  during  regular 
business  hours  (8:15  a.m.-4:45  p.m.).  As 
revised,  §  1832.22  (a),  (d)  (2)  and  (3) 
read  as  follows: 


§  1832.22  Security  requirements. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(a)  Annual  loans  will  be  secured  by 
a  first  lien  on  the  crop  and/or  livestock 
production  which  is  being  financed  with 
EM  loan  funds  plus  sufficient  other  secu¬ 
rity,  including  personal  property,  and 
real  estate,  to  assure  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  financial  interests  will  be  pro¬ 
tected.  When  the  applicant  can  provide 
no  collateral  other  than  a  first  lien  on 
crop  and/or  livestock  production,  the 
amount  of  the  loan  will  be  limited  to 
the  greater  of  $50,000,  or  one-half  the 
estimated  gross  income  planned  from 
such  production  as  shown  on  Form 
FmHA  431-2,  which  will  be  based  on 
normal  production  and  prices  authorized 
by  the  State  Director  for  developing  an¬ 
nual  farm  plans  within  the  State. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(d)  •  •  • 

(2)  The  applicant  had  some  security 
which  depreciated  in  value  due  to  the 
disaster. 

(3)  The  applicant  must  offer  all  avail¬ 
able  security  property,  some  or  all  of 
which  may  have  depreciated  in  value  due 
to  the  disaster. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(7  U.S.C.  1989.  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  7  CFR  2.23,  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  by  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Rural  Development,  7  CFR  2.70) 

Effective  date.  This  document  shall  be 
effective  on  March  10, 1976. 

Dated:  March 4, 1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.76-6726  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  I— COMPTROLLER  OF  THE  CUR¬ 
RENCY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAS¬ 
URY 

PART  7— INTERPRETIVE  RULINGS 
Definition  of  Unimpaired  Surplus 

On  December  18,  1975,  the  Comptrol¬ 
ler  of  the  Currency  announced  revisions 
in  the  Report  of  Condition  and  the  Re¬ 
port  of  Income  forms  filed  by  national 
banks  pursuant  to  Section  161  of  Title  12 
of  the  United  States  Code.  The  amend¬ 
ments  are  effective  for  reports  filed  after 
the  reports  for  December  31,  1975.  They 
Include,  among  other  matters,  changes 
in  the  content,  title  and  location  of  sev¬ 
eral  items  in  the  reporting  forms. 

The  Comptroller  now  finds  it  desirable 
to  revise  the  language  used  to  define  un¬ 


impaired  surplus  in  Interpretive  Ruling 
7.1100(b)  (12  CFR  7.1100(b))  to  make  it 
consistent  with  the  language  used  in  the 
reporting  forms. 

The  Comptroller  also  is  making  con¬ 
forming  changes  in  Interpretive  Ruling 
7.7545  (12  CFR  7.7545)  which  indicates 
the  other  statutory  provisions  to  which 
the  definition  of  unimpaired  surplus 
applies. 

The  Administrative  Procedures  Act 
does  not  require  public  procedures  and 
delayed  effectiveness  in  connection  with 
interpretive  rules.  In  addition,  these 
amendments  do  not  alter  the  substance 
of  either  of  the  rulings.  The  amendments 
will  therefore  become  effective  upon 
March  10, 1976. 

12  CFR  Part  7  is  amended  by  revising 
§§  7.1100(b)  and  7.7545  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§7.1100  Lending  limits. 

*  •  •  *  * 

(b)  Unimpaired  surplus.  The  term 
“unimpaired  surplus  fund’’  as  used  in  12 
U.S.C.  84  shall  consist  of  the  amounts 
reportable  in  the  following  items  as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  instructions  for  preparation 
of  the  Report  of  Condition  form: 

(1)  Fifty  percent  of  Reserve  for  pos¬ 
sible  loan  losses; 

(2)  Subordinated  notes  and  deben¬ 
tures; 

(3)  Surplus; 

(4)  Undivided  profits ;  and 

(5)  Reserve  for  contingencies  and 
other  capital  reserves  (excluding  ac¬ 
crued  dividends  on  preferred  stock). 

Note. — The  above  definition  of  "unim¬ 
paired  surplus  fund"  also  is  used  In  com¬ 
puting  other  statutory  limitations.  See 
§  7.7545. 

•  •  *  *  • 

§  7.7545  Unimpaired  surplus  fund. 

The  definition  of  the  term  “unimpaired 
surplus  fund’’  as  contained  in  §  7.1100(b) 
is  also  applicable  in  determining  the 
capital  requirements  by  which  a  national 
bank’s  investment  securities  are  limited 
(12  U.S.C.  24) ;  the  minimum  capital  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  establishment  of 
branches  (12  U.S.C.  36(c) ) ;  the  limita¬ 
tions  on  the  aggregate  amount  of  real 
estate  loans  (12  U.S.C.  371) ;  the  limita¬ 
tion  on  the  aggregate  amount  of  loans  to 
affiliates  (12  U.S.C.  371c) ;  and  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  aggregate  amount  a  na¬ 
tional  bank  may  keep  on  deposit  with  a 
nonmember  state  bank  (12  U.S.C.  463). 
For  the  purpose  of  determining  a  bank’s 
borrowing  limit  under  12  U.S.C.  82,  the 
definition  of  "unimpaired  surplus  fund’’ 
contained  in  §  7.1100(b)  is  applicable 
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with  the  exception  of  S  7.1100(b)  (2), 
“Subordinated  notes  and  debentures.*' 

Dated:  March 4, 1976. 

[seal]  James  E.  Smith, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

|FR  Doc.73-6731  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 

Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 

SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAS¬ 
URY 

[T.D.  76-77 1 

PART  1— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
Dayton,  Ohio;  Ports  of  Entry 

On  October  14, 1975,  a  notice  of  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  extend  the  port  limits  of  Dayton, 
Ohio,  in  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Customs 
district  (Region  IX)  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  48139) .  No  com¬ 
ments  were  received  regarding  this 
proposal. 

Accordingly,  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
vested  in  the  President  by  section  1  of 
the  Act  of  August  1,  1914,  38  Stat.  623, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  2) ,  and  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  No.  10289,  September  17, 
1951  (3  CFR  Ch.  II),  and  pursuant  to 
authority  provided  by  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment  Order  No.  190,  Rev.  10  (40  FR 
2216),  the  port  limits  of  Dayton,  Ohio, 
in  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Customs  district 
(Region  IX),  are  extended  to  include 
the  territory  within  the  township  limits 
of  the  adjacent  townships  of  Butler,  Har¬ 
rison,  Wayne,  and  Mad  River,  Ohio,  as 
well  as  the  territory  within  the  city  lim¬ 
its  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  all  in  Montgomery 
County,  Ohio. 

To  reflect  this  change,  the  table  in 
§  1.2(c)  of  the  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  1.2(c) )  is  amended  by  adding  “(in¬ 
cluding  the  territory  described  in  T.D. 
76-77).”  after  “Dayton,  Ohio”  in  the 
column  headed  “Ports  of  entry”  in  the 
Cleveland  Ohio,  Customs  district  (Re¬ 
gion  IX). 

(Sec.  I,  37  Stat.  434,  sec.  1.  38  Stat.  623,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  I,  2) ) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  April  9,  1976. 

Dated:  March  3,  1976. 

T  seal  1  David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc .76-6706  Filed  3-9-76,8:45  am| 


CHAPTER  II — UNITED  STATES 
INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

PART  206— INVESTIGATIONS  OF  IMPORT 
INJURY  TO  INDUSTRIES,  FIRMS,  OR 
WORKERS  DUE  TO  TRADE  AGREEMENT 
CONCESSIONS 

PART  207— REVIEW  OF  ACTIONS  PRO¬ 
VIDING  ADDITIONAL  TARIFF  PROTEC¬ 
TION  TO  INDUSTRIES  TO  PREVENT  OR 
REMEDY  SERIOUS  INJURY  FROM 
IMPORTS 

Trade  Act  of  1974 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  set  forth  in  section  335  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1335)  and 


section  603  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19 
UJB.C.  2482),  of  new  rules  of  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
amending  Part  206  and  deleting  Part  207 
of  title  19  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.  The  purpose  of  these  changes  in 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  is  to  conform  them  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  title  n  and  sec¬ 
tions  406  and  602  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  (Public  Law  93-618),  and  to  carry 
out  the  functions  provided  the  Commis¬ 
sion  therein. 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  setting 
forth  proposed  rules  and  requesting  com¬ 
ment  thereon  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  13,  1975  (40  FR 
34005). 

1.  Part  206,  19  CFR,  is  revised  as 
follows: 

Sec. 

206.1  ApplicabUlty  of  Part. 

Subpart  A — General 

206.2  Identification  of  type  of  petition. 

206.3  Institution  of  Investigations. 

206.4  Notification  of  other  agencies. 

206.5  Public  hearings. 

206.6  Report  to  the  President. 

Subpart  B — Investigations  Upon  Petition  for 
Relief  From  Import  Injury  to  Industries 

206.7  Applicability  of  Subpart. 

206.8  Who  may  file  petition. 

206.9  Contents  of  petition. 

206.10  Time  for  reporting. 

206.11  Public  report. 

Subpart  C — Investigations  Upon  Petition  for 
Relief  From  Market  Disruption 

206.12  Applicability  of  Subpart. 

206.13  Who  may  file  petition. 

206.14  Contents  of  petition. 

206.15  Time  for  reporting. 

206.16  Public  report. 

Sub  part  D — Review  of,  and  Advice  on  the  Prob¬ 
able  Economic  Effect  of  the  Extension,  Reduc¬ 
tion,  or  Termination  of  Import  Relief  to  Indus¬ 
tries  to  Prevent  or  Remedy  Import  injury 

206.17  ApplicabUlty  of  Subpart. 

206.18  Continuing  review  maintained. 

206.19  Investigations  to  determine  the 

probable  economic  effect  on  an  in¬ 
dustry  receiving  import  relief  of 
the  automatic  termination  of  such 
relief  by  reason  of  the  expiration 
of  the  Initial  period  therefor. 

206  20  Investigations  at  the  request  of  the 
of  the  concerned  industry  to  de¬ 
termine  the  probable  economic 
effect  on  such  Industry  receiving 
Import  relief  of  the  automatic  ter¬ 
mination  of  such  relief  by  reason 
of  the  expiration  of  the  initial 
period  therefor. 

Authority:  Sec.  336  Tariff  Act  1930  (72 
Stat.  680;  19  U.S.C.  1335)  and  section  603  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (  88  Stat.  2073;  19  U.S.C. 
2482). 

§  206.1  Applicability  of  part. 

This  Part  206  applies  specifically  to 
functions  and  duties  of  the  Commission 
under  sections  201,  203(i),  and  406  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (88  Stat.  2011, 
2018,  and  2062,  19  U.S.C.  2251,  2253,  and 
2436)  (hereinafter  Trade  Act),  and 
under  section  351(d)  of  the  Trade  Ex¬ 
pansion  Act  of  1962  (76  Stat.  900;  19 
U.S.C.  1981)  (hereinafter  Trade  Expan¬ 
sion  Act) .  For  other  applicable  rules  see 
Part  201  of  this  chapter.  Subpart  A  of 
this  part  sets  forth  rules  generally  appli¬ 
cable  to  petitions  filed  under  this  Part 


206  and  Investigations  based  upon  such 
petitions.  Each  of  Subparts  B  and  C  of 
this  part  sets  forth  rules  specifically  ap¬ 
plicable  to  petitions  and  investigations 
under  sections  201  and  406,  respectively, 
of  the  Trade  Act.  Subpart  D  of  this  part 
sets  forth  rules  specifically  applicable  to 
functions  and  duties  under  section  203  (i) 
of  the  Trade  Act  and  section  351  (d  >  of 
the  Trade  Expansion  Act. 

Subpart  A — General 

§  206.2  Identification  of  type  of  petition. 

Each  petition  under  this  Part  206  shall 
state  clearly  on  the  first  page  thereof 
“This  is  a  petition  under  section  [201, 
406,  or  203 (i)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974, 
or  under  section  351(d)  of  the  Trade  Ex¬ 
pansion  Act  of  1962,  as  the  case  may  bel 
and  Subpart  [B,  C,  or  D,  as  the  case  may 
be]  of  Part  206  of  the  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  of  the  United  States  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission.” 

§  206.3  Institution  of  investigations. 

Promptly  after  the  receipt  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  under  this  Part  206,  properly  filed, 
an  appropriate  investigation  will  be  in¬ 
stituted  and  notice  thereof  caused  to 
be  published  In  the  Federal  Register. 

§  206.4  Notification  of  other  agencies. 

The  Special  Representative  for  Trade 
Negotiations,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  other  agen¬ 
cies  directly  concerned  will  be  promptly 
notified  of  the  institution  of  an  investi¬ 
gation  instituted  under  this  part  and  will 
be  provided  with  copies  of  petitions 
filed. 

§  206.5  Public  hearings. 

A  public  hearing  will  be  held  in  con¬ 
nection  with  each  investigation  insti¬ 
tuted  on  the  basis  of  a  petition  filed  under 
this  part  after  reasonable  notice  thereof 
has  been  caused  to  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  All  interested  parties 
will  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  be 
present,  to  present  evidence,  and  to  be 
heard  at  such  hearings. 

§  206.6  Report  to  the  President. 

(a)  The  Commission  will  report  to  the 
President  its  findings  with  respect  to 
whether  the  criteria  for  relief  provided  in 
section  201(b)  or  section  406(a)(1)  of 
the  Trade  Act,  as  the  case  may  be,  have 
been  satisfied,  and  the  basis  therefor,  as 
a  result  of  each  investigation  it  conducts 
under  this  part  (including  in  each  report 
any  dissenting  or  separate  views),  to¬ 
gether  with  a  transcript  of  the  hearing 
and  copies  of  any  briefs  which  may  have 
been  submitted  in  connection  with  the 
investigation.  Such  report  shall  also  in¬ 
clude,  in  the  case  of  a  finding  that  such 
criteria  are  satisfied,  the  Commission’s 
finding,  or  recommendation,  if  one  is 
made  under  section  201(d)(1),  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  remedy  for  any  injury  it 
finds. 

(b)  After  completion  of  an  investiga¬ 
tion  to  which  Subpart  D  of  this  part  re¬ 
lates,  the  Commission  will  report  to  the 
President  its  judgment  based  upon  such 
investigation  as  to  the  probable  economic 
effect  on  the  industry  concerned  of  the 
extension,  reduction,  or  termination  of 
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the  Import  relief  in  question,  as  the  case 
may  be. 

Subpart  B — Investigations  Upon  Petition 
for  Relief  From  Import  Injury  to  Industries 

§  206.7  Applicability  of  Subpart. 

This  Subpart  B  applies  specifically  to 
investigations  under  section  201(b)  of 
the  Trade  Act.1  For  other  applicable 


1  Section  201  of  the  Trade  Act  provides  In 
pertinent  part  as  follows: 

“(a)(1)  A  petition  for  eligibility  for  Im¬ 
port  relief  for  the  purpose  of  facUltatlng 
orderly  adjustment  to  Import  competition 
may  be  filed  with  tha  International  Trade 
Commission  (hereinafter  in  this  chapter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  "Commission”)  by  an  en¬ 
tity,  Including  a  trade  association,  firm,  cer¬ 
tified  or  recognized  union,  or  group  of  work¬ 
ers,  which  Is  representative  of  an  Industry. 
The  petition  shall  Include  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  specific  purposes  for  which  im¬ 
port  relief  is  being  sought,  which  may  in¬ 
clude  such  objectives  as  facilitating  the  or¬ 
derly  transfer  of  resources  to  alternative  uses 
and  other  means  of  adjustment  to  new  con¬ 
ditions  of  competition. 

“(b)(1)  Upon  the  request  of  the  President 
or  the  Special  Representative  for  Trade  Ne¬ 
gotiations,  upon  resolution  of  either  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  or  the  Committee  on  Fi¬ 
nance  of  the  Senate,  upon  Its  own  motion, 
or  upon  the  filing  of  a  petition  under  sub¬ 
section  (a)(1),  the  Commission  shall 
promptly  make  an  investigation  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  an  article  Is  being  Imported 
Into  the  United  States  In  such  Increased 
quantities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of 
serious  Injury,  or  the  threat  thereof,  to  the 
domestic  Industry  producing  an  article  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  the  imported 
article. 

“(2)  In  making  Its  determinations  under 
paragraph  (1),  the  Commission  shall  take 
into  account  all  economic  factors  which  It 
considers  relevant.  Including  (but  not  lim¬ 
ited  to)  — 

(A)  with  respect  to  serious  injury,  the 
significant  idling  of  productive  facilities  in 
the  industry,  the  Inability  of  a  significant 
number  of  firms  to  operate  at  a  reasonable 
level  of  profit,  and  significant  unemployment 
or  underemployment  within  the  Industry; 

(B)  with  respect  to  threat  of  serious  In¬ 
jury,  a  decline  In  sales,  a  higher  and  grow¬ 
ing  Inventory,  and  a  downward  trend  In  pro¬ 
duction,  profits,  wages,  or  employment  (or 
Increasing  underemployment)  In  the  do¬ 
mestic  Industry  concerned;  and 

(C)  with  respect  to  substantial  cause,  an 
Increase  In  Imports  (either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production)  and  a  decline  In 
the  proportion  of  the  domestic  market  sup¬ 
plied  by  domestic  producers. 

“(3)  For  purposes  of  paragraph  (1),  In  de¬ 
termining  the  domestic  industry  producing 
an  article  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
an  imported  article,  the  Commission — 

(A)  may.  In  the  case  of  a  domestic  producer 
which  also  imports,  treat  as  part  of  such 
domestic  industry  only  its  domestic  produc¬ 
tion, 

(B)  may.  In  the  case  of  a  domestic  pro¬ 
ducer  which  produces  more  than  one  article, 
treat  as  past  of  such  domestic  Industry  only 
that  portion  or  subdivision  of  the  producer 
which  produces  the  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  article,  and 

(C)  may,  In  the  case  of  one  or  more  do¬ 
mestic  producers,  who  produce  a  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  article  In  a  major  geo¬ 
graphic  area  of  the  United  States  and  whose 
production  facilities  In  such  area  for  such 
article  constitute  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
domestic  industry  in  the  United  States  and 


rules,  see  Subpart  A  of  this  Part  and  Part 
201  of  this  chapter. 

§  206.8  Who  mar  file  petition. 

(a)  A  petition  under  this  Subpart  B 
may  be  filed  by  an  entity,  including  a 
trade  association,  firm,  certified  or  rec¬ 
ognized  union,  or  group  of  workers, 
which  is  representative  of  a  domestic  in¬ 
dustry  producing  an  article  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  a  foreign  arti¬ 
cle  which  it  is  claimed  is  being  imported 
into  the  United  States  in  such  increased 
quantities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of 
serious  injury,  or  the  threat  thereof,  to 
such  domestic  industry. 

(b)  Except  for  good  cause  determined 
by  the  Commission  to  exist,  no  investiga¬ 
tion  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  shall 
be  made  with  respect  to  the  same  sub¬ 
ject  matter  as  a  previous  investigation 
under  this  section,  unless  1  year  has 
elapsed  since  the  Commission  made  its 
report  to  the  President  of  the  results  of 
such  previous  investigation.' 

§  206.9  Contents  of  petition. 

A  petition  under  this  Subpart  B  shall 
include  specific  information  in  support 
of  the  claim  that  an  article  is  being  im¬ 
ported  into  the  United  States  in  such  in¬ 
creased  quantities  as  to  be  a  substantial 
cause  of  serious  injury,  or  the  threat 
thereof,  to  the  domestic  industry  pro¬ 
ducing  an  article  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  the  imported  article.  Such 
petition  shall,  to  the  extent  practicable, 
include  the  following  information: 

(a)  Product  description.  The  name 
and  description  of  the  imported  article 
concerned,  specifying  the  United  States 
tariff  provision  under  which  such  article 
is  classified  and  the  current  tariff  treat¬ 
ment  thereof,  and  the  name  and  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  like  or  directly  competitive 
domestic  article  concerned; 

(b)  Names  of  represented  producers. 
The  names  and  locations  of  the  firms 
represented  in  the  petition  and/or  the 
firms  employing  or  previously  employing 
the  workers  represented  in  the  petition 
and  of  their  establishments  in  which  the 
domestic  article  concerned  is  produced; 

(c)  Names  of  unrepresented  produc¬ 
ers.  The  names  and  locations  of  all  other 


primarily  serve  the  market  in  such  area,  and 
where  the  imports  are  concentrated  in  such 
area,  treat  as  such  domestic  Industry  only 
that  segment  of  the  production  located  in 
such  area. 

“(4)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term 
‘substantial  cause’  means  a  cause  which  13 
important  and  not  less  than  any  other  cause. 

“(5)  In  the  course  of  any  proceeding  un¬ 
der  this  subsection,  the  Commission  shall, 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the  President  In 
making  his  determinations  under  sections 
202  and  203,  Investigate  and  report  on  efforts 
made  by  firms  and  workers  in  the  Industry  to 
compete  more  effectively  with  Imports." 

‘Section  201(e)  of  the  Trade  Act  provides 
as  follows: 

“(e)  Except  for  good  cause  determined  by 
the  Commission  to  exist,  no  investigation 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section  shall  be  made 
with  respect  to  the  same  subject  matter  as  a 
previous  Investigation  under  this  section,  un¬ 
less  1  year  has  elapsed  since  the  Commis¬ 
sion  made  its  report  to  the  President  of  the 
results  of  such  previous  Investigation." 


producers  of  the  domestic  article  con¬ 
cerned  known  to  the  petitioner; 

(d)  Import  data.  Import  data  for  at 
least  each  of  the  most  recent  5  full  years 
which  form  the  basis  of  the  claim  that 
the  article  concerned  is  being  imported 
in  increased  quantities,  either  actual  or 
relative  to  domestic  production; 

(e)  Domestic  production  data.  Data  on 
total  U.S.  production  of  the  domestic 
article  concerned  for  each  full  year  for 
which  data  are  provided  pursuant  to  sub-  * 
section  (d)  of  this  section; 

(f )  Data  showing  injury.  Quantitative 
data  indicating  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  serious  injury  to  the  domestic  indus¬ 
try  concerned,  with  particular  reference 
to  the  extent  of  significant  idling  of  pro¬ 
ductive  facilities  in  the  industry,  the  in¬ 
ability  of  a  significant  number  of  firms 
to  operate  at  a  reasonable  level  of  profit, 
and  significant  unemployment  or  under¬ 
employment  in  the  industry;  and/or 
quantitative  data  indicating  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  threat  of  serious  in¬ 
jury  to  the  domestic  industry  concerned, 
including  a  decline  in  sales,  a  higher  and 
growing  inventory,  and  a  downward 
trend  in  production,  profits,  wages,  or 
employment  (or  increasing  underemploy¬ 
ment)  in  the  domestic  industry  con¬ 
cerned; 

-  (g)  Cause  of  injury.  An  enumeration 
and  description  of  the  causes  believed  to 
be  resulting  in  the  injury,  or  threat 
thereof,  described  under  (f ) ,  and  a  state¬ 
ment  regarding  the  extent  to  which  in¬ 
creased  imports,  either  actual  or  relative 
to  domestic  production,  of  the  imported 
article  concerned  are  believed  to  be  such 
a  cause,  supported  by  pertinent  data ; 

(h>  Relief  sought  and  purpose  there¬ 
for.  A  statement  describing  the  import 
relief  sought 3  and  the  specific  purposes 
therefor,  which  may  include  such  objec¬ 
tives  as  facilitating  the  orderly  transfer 
of  resources  to  alternative  uses  and  other 
means  of  adjustment  to  new  conditions 
of  competition;  and 

(i)  Efforts  to  compete.  A  statement  on 
the  efforts  made  by  firms  and  workers  in 
the  domestic  industry  concerned  to  com¬ 
pete  more  effectively  with  imports  of  the 
imported  article  concerned. 


•Section  201(d)(1)  of  the  Trade  Act  pro¬ 
vides  as  follows : 

“The  Commission  shall  report  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  Its  findings  under  subsection  (b),  and 
the  basis  therefor  and  shall  include  In  each 
report  any  dissenting  or  separate  views.  If 
the  Commission  finds  with  respect  to  any 
article,  as  a  result  of  Its  Investigation,  the 
serious  injury  or  threat  thereof  described  lu 
subsection  (b) ,  it  shall — 

(A)  find  the  amount  of  the  Increase  in,  or 
Imposition  of,  any  duty  or  Import  restriction 
on  such  article  which  Is  necessary  to  prevent 
or  remedy  such  injury,  or 

(B)  if  it  determines  that  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  under  chapters  2,  3,  and  4  can  effec¬ 
tively  remedy  such  Injury,  recommend  the 
provision  of  such  assistance, 

shall  include  such  findings  or  recom¬ 
mendation  In  Its  report  to  the  President.  The 
Commission  shall  furnish  to  the  President 
a  transcript  of  the  hearings  and  any  briefs 
which  were  submitted  In  connection  with 
each  Investigation." 
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§  206.10  Time  for  reporting. 

The  Commission  will  make  Its  report 
to  the  President  at  the  earliest  practica¬ 
ble  time,  but  not  later  than  6  months 
after  the  date  on  which  a  properly  filed 
petition  is  received. 

§206.11  Public  report. 

Upon  making  a  report  to  the  President 
of  the  results  of  an  investigation  to  which 
this  Subpart  B  relates,  the  Commission 
will  make  such  report  public  (with  the 
exception  of  information  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  determines  to  be  confidential) 
and  cause  a  summary  thereof  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Subpart  C — Investigations  Upon  Petition 
for  Relief  from  Market  Disruption 

§  206.12  Applicability  of  Subpart. 

This  Subpart  C  applies  specifically  to 
investigations  under  section  406(a)  of  the 
Trade  Act.4  For  other  applicable  rules,  see 
Subpart  A  of  this  part  and  Part  201  of 
this  chapter. 

§  206.13  Who  may  file  petition. 

A  petition  under  this  Subpart  C  may  be 
filed  by  an  entity,  including  a  trade  asso¬ 
ciation,  firm,  certified  or  recognized 
union,  or  group  of  workers,  which  is  rep¬ 
resentative  of  a  domestic  industry  pro¬ 
ducing  an  article  with  respect  to  which 
there  are  imports  of  a  like  or  directly 
competitive  article  which  is  the  product 
of  a  Communist  country,  which  imports, 
it  is  claimed,  are  increasing  rapidly, 
either  absolutely  or  relative  to  domestic 
production,  so  as  to  be  a  significant  cause 
of  material  injury,  or  the  threat  thereof, 
to  such  domestic  industry. 

§  206.14  Contents  of  petition. 

A  petition  under  this  Subpart  C  shall 
include  specific  information  in  support 
of  the  claim  that  imports  of  an  article 


‘Section  406  of  the  Trade  Act  provides  in 
pertinent  pert  as  follows: 

“(a)  (1)  Upon  the  filing  of  a  petition  by  an 
entity  described  in  section  201(a)(1),  upon 
request  of  the  President  or  the  Special  Rep¬ 
resentative  for  Trade  Negotiations,  upon 
resolution  of  either  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
or  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate, 
or  on  its  own  motion,  the  International  Trade 
Commission  (hereinafter  in  this  section  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “Commission”)  shall 
promptly  make  an  investigation  to  determine, 
with  respect  to  imports  of  an  article  which 
Is  the  product  of  a  Communist  country, 
whether  market  disruption  exists  with  re¬ 
spect  to  an  article  produced  by  a  domestic 
industry. 

"(a)  (2)  The  provisions  of  subsections  (a) 
(2),  (b)(3),  and  (c)  of  section  201  shall 
apply  with  respect  to  investigations  by  the 
Commission  under  paragraph  (1).*’ 

“(e)  For  purposes  of  this  section — 

(1)  The  term  “Communist  country”  means 
any  country  dominated  or  controlled  by  com¬ 
munism. 

(2)  Market  disruption  exists  within  a  do¬ 
mestic  industry  whenever  imports  of  an  ar¬ 
ticle,  like  or  directly  competitive  with  an  ar¬ 
ticle  produced  by  such  domestic  industry,  are 
Increasing  rapidly,  either  absolutely  or  rela¬ 
tively,  eo  as  to  be  a  significant  cause  of  ma¬ 
terial  Injury,  or  threat  thereof,  to  such  do¬ 
mestic  industry 


the  product  of  a  Communist  country 
which  are  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  an  article  produced  by  a  domestic 
industry,  are  increasing  rapidly,  either 
absolutely  or  relatively,  so  as  to  be  a  sig¬ 
nificant  cause  of  material  injury,  or 
threat  thereof,  to  such  domestic  industry. 
Such  petition  shall,  to  the  extent  practi¬ 
cable,  include  the  following  information: 

(a)  Product  description.  The  name  and 
description  of  the  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  article  concerned  which  is  the 
product  of  a  Communist  country,  specify¬ 
ing  the  United  States  tariff  provision 
under  which  such  article  is  classified  and 
the  current  tariff  treatment  thereof,  and 
the  name  and  description  of  the  domestic 
article  concerned  ; 

(b)  Names  of  represented  producers. 
The  names  and  locations  of  the  firms 
represented  in  the  petition  and/or  the 
firms  employing  or  previously  employing 
the  workers  represented  in  the  petition, 
and  of  their  establishments  in  which  the 
domestic  article  concerned  is  produced; 

(c)  Names  of  unrepresented  producers. 
The  names  and  locations  of  all  other  pro¬ 
ducers  of  the  domestic  article  concerned 
known  to  the  petitioner; 

(d)  Import  data.  Import  data  for  at 
least  each  of  the  most  recent  5  full  years 
which  form  the  basis  of  the  claim  that 
imports  from  a  Communist  country  of  an 
article  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
the  article  produced  by  the  domestic  in¬ 
dustry  concerned  are  increasing  rap¬ 
idly,  either  absolutely  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production; 

(e)  Domestic  production  data.  Data  on 
total  U.S.  production  of  the  domestic  ar¬ 
ticle  concerned  for  each  full  year  for 
which  data  are  provided  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  this  section; 

(f)  Data  showing  injury.  Quantitative 
data  indicating  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  material  injury  to  the  domestic 
industry  concerned,  with  particular  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  extent  of  idling  of  produc¬ 
tive  facilities  in  the  industry,  the  in¬ 
ability  of  a  number  of  firms  to  operate 
at  a  reasonable  level  of  profit,  and  un¬ 
employment  or  underemployment  in  the 
industry;  and/or  quantitative  data  indi¬ 
cating  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
threat  of  material  injury  to  the  domestic 
Industry  concerned,  including  a  decline 
in  sales,  a  higher  and  growing  inventory, 
and  a  downward  trend  in  production, 
profits,  wages,  or  employment  (or  in¬ 
creasing  underemployment)  in  the  do¬ 
mestic  industry  concerned; 

(g)  Cause  of  injury.  An  enumeration 
and  description  of  the  causes  believed 
to  be  resulting  in  the  injury,  or  threat 
thereof,  described  under  (f ) ,  and  a  state¬ 
ment  regarding  the  extent  to  which  in¬ 
creased  imports,  either  absolutely  or 
relative  to  domestic  production,  of  the 
communist  article  concerned  sire  be¬ 
lieved  to  be  such  a  cause,  supported  by 
pertinent  data;  and 

(h)  Relief  sought.  A  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  import  relief  sought. 

§  206.15  Time  for  reporting. 

The  Commission  will  make  its  report 
to  the  President  at  the  earliest  prac¬ 
ticable  time  but  not  later  than  3  months 


after  the  date  on  which  a  properly  filed 
petition  is  received. 

§  206.16  Public  report. 

Upon  making  a  report  to  the  President 
of  the  results  of  an  investigation  to  which 
this  Subpart  C  relates,  the  Commission 
will  make  such  report  public  (with  the 
exception  of  information  which  the 
Commission  determines  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial)  and  cause  a  summary  thereof  to 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Subpart  D — Review  of,  and  Advice  on  the 
Probable  Economic  Effect  of  the  Exten¬ 
sion,  Reduction,  or  Termination  of  Im¬ 
port  Relief  to  Industries  to  Prevent  or 
Remedy  Import  Injury 

§  206.17  Applicability  of  Subpart. 

This  Subpart  D  applies  specifically  to 
the  functions  and  duties  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  under  the  provisions  of  section 
203 (i)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974®  that 
deal  with  Commission  review  of  import 
relief  imposed  by  the  President  to  pre¬ 
vent  or  remedy  serious  injury  or  market 
disruption  to  domestic  industries,  and 
with  the  provision  of  advice  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  by  the  Commission,  under  section 
203  (i)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  and  sec¬ 
tion  351(d)  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act 
of  1962,®  in  regard  to  the  probable  eco¬ 
nomic  effect  on  such  industries  of  the 
extension,  reduction,  or  termination  of 
such  relief.  For  other  applicable  rules 


*  Section  203(1)  of  the  Trade  Act  provides 
as  follows: 

"(1)  So  long  as  any  import  relief  provided 
pursuant  to  this  section  or  section  351  or  352 
of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962  remains 
in  effect,  the  Commission  shall  keep  under 
review  developments  with  respect  to  the 
industry  concerned  (including  the  progress 
and  specific  efforts  made  by  the  firms  in  the 
industry  concerned  to  adjust  to  import  com¬ 
petition)  and  upon  request  of  the  President 
shall  make  reports  to  the  President  concern¬ 
ing  such  developments. 

"(2)  Upon  request  of  the  President  or  upon 
its  own  motion,  the  Commission  shall  advise 
the  President  of  its  Judgment  as  to  the 
probable  economic  effect  on  the  Industry 
concerned  of  the  extension,  reduction,  or 
termination  of  the  Import  relief  provided 
pursuant  to  this  section. 

“(3)  Upon  petition  on  behalf  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  concerned,  filed  with  the  Commission 
not  earlier  than  the  date  which  is  9  months, 
and  not  later  than  the  date  which  is  6 
months,  before  the  date  any  import  relief 
provided  pursuant  to  this  section  or  section 
351  or  352  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962 
Is  to  terminate  by  reason  of  the  expiration 
of  the  initial  period  therefor,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  advise  the  President  of  its  Judg¬ 
ment  as  to  the  probable  economic  effect  on 
such  Industry  of  such  termination. 

'“(4)  In  advising  the  President  under  para¬ 
graph  (2)  or  (3)  as  to  the  probable  economic 
effect  on  the*  Industry  concerned,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  take  Into  account  all  economic 
factors  which  it  considers  relevant.  Including 
the  considerations  set  forth  in  section  202(c) 
and  the  progress  and  specific  efforts  made 
by  the  industry  concerned  to  adjust  to  im¬ 
port  competition. 

“(6)  Advice  by  the  Commission  under 
paragraph  (2)  or  (8)  shall  be  given  on  the 
basis  of  an  Investigation  during  the  course 
of  which  the  Commission  shall  bold  a  hear¬ 
ing  at  which  Interested  persons  shall  be 
given  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  be  present, 
to  produce  evidence,  and  to  be  heard.” 
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see  Subpart  A  of  this  Part  and  Part  201 
of  this  chapter. 

§  206.18  Continuing  review  maintained. 

As  long  as  any  Import  relief  imposed 
by  the  President  pursuant  to  section  351 
or  352  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of 
1962  or  section  203  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  remains  in  effect,  the  Commission 
will  keep  under  review  developments  with 
respect  to  the  industry  receiving  such 
import  relief  (including  the  progress  and 
specific  efforts  made  by  the  firms  in  the 
industry  to  adjust  to  import  competi¬ 
tion)  ,  and  upon  request  of  the  President 
shall  make  reports  to  the  President  con¬ 
cerning  such  developments.  Unless  other¬ 
wise  ordered,  no  hearings  or  other  formal 
proceedings  will  be  had  In  connection 
with  such  continuing  review,  and  infor¬ 
mation  necessary  to  keep  developments 
under  review  will  be  sought  by  question¬ 
naires  and  other  means. 

§  206.19  Investigation*  lo  determine  the 
probable  economic  effect  on  on  in¬ 
dustry  receiving  import  relief  of  tlie 
extension,  reduction,  or  termination 
of  such  relief. 

Investigations  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
viding  the  basis  for  the  advice  of  the 
Commission  to  the  President,  under  sec¬ 
tion  203(i>(2)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
or  section  351(d)(2)  of  the  Trade  Ex¬ 
pansion  Act  of  1962,  as  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  judgment  of  the  probable  economic 
effect  on  an  industry  receiving  import  re¬ 
lief,  under  section  203  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  or  section  351  or  352  of  the  Trade 
Expansion  Act  of  1962.  of  the  reduction 
or  termination  of  such  import  relief  (or, 
with  respect  to  import  relief  imposed 
under  section  203,  of  the  extension  of 
such  import  relief  > ,  will  be  instituted  by 
publication  of  notice  thereof  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  only  upon  request  of  the 
President  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion.  An  investigation  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission's  own  motion  will  be  instituted 
whenever,  in  the  course  of  its  continuing 


"Section  351(d)  of  the  Trade  Expansion 
Act  provides,  in  pertinent  part,  as  follows: 

“(2)  Upon  request  of  the  President  or  upon 
Its  own  motion,  the  United  States  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission  shall  advise  the 
President  of  its  judgment  as  to  the  probable 
economic  effect  on  the  Industry  concerned 
of  the  reduction  or  termination  of  the  in¬ 
crease  in,  or  Imposition  of,  any  duty  or  other 
import  restriction  pursuant  to  this  section  or 
section  7  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Extension 
Act  of  1951. 

(4)  In  advising  the  President  under  this 
subsection  as  to  the  probable  economic  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  industry  concerned,  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission  shall 
take  into  account  all  economic  factors  which 
it  considers  relevant.  Including  idling  of  pro¬ 
ductive  facilities,  inability  to  operate  at  a 
level  of  reasonable  profit,  and  unemployment 
or  underemployment. 

“(5)  Advice  by  the  United  States  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission  under  this  sub¬ 
section  shall  be  given  on  the  basis  of  an 
investigation  during  the  course  of  which  the 
United  States  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  hold  a  hearing  at  which  interested 
persons  shall  be  given  a  reasonable  opportu¬ 
nity  to  be  present,  to  produce  evidence,  and 
to  be  heard.”  (19  US.C.  1981). 


review  of  developments  in  the  industry 
concerned  under  §  206.18  of  this  Part, 
the  Commission  has  reason  to  believe 
that  the  import  relief  imposed  by  the 
President  may  no  longer  be  necessary, 
either  in  whole  or  in  part,  to  prevent  or 
remedy  serious  injury  to  such  industry, 
or  when  the  Commission  determines  such 
investigation  is  appropriate  to  provide 
the  President  with  the  advice  which  he 
is  required  to  consider  before  such  relief 
may  be  extended. 

§  206.20  Investigation*  at  the  request  of 
tlie  concerned  industry  to  determine 
the  probable  economic  effect  on  such 
industry  receiving  import  relief  of  the 
automatic  termination  of  such  relief 
by  reason  of  the  expiration  of  the  ini¬ 
tial  period  therefor. 

(a)  Institution  of  investigations.  In¬ 
vestigations  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
the  basis  for  the  advice  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  the  President  under  section  203 

(i)  (3)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  as  to  the 
Commission’s  judgment  of  the  probable 
economic  effect  on  an  industry  receiving 
import  relief  of  the  termination  of  such 
relief  by  reason  of  the  expiration  of  the 
initial  period  therefor  will  be  instituted 
by  publication  of  notice  thereof  in  the 
Federal  Register  upon  petition  filed  on 
behalf  of  the  industry  concerned. 

(b)  Who  may  file  petition.  A  petition 
under  this  section  206.20  may  be  filed  by 
an  entity,  including  a  trade  assoeiation. 
firm,  certified  or  recognized  union,  or 
group  of  workers,  which  is  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  industry  producing  the  do¬ 
mestic  article  concerned  in  the  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission  which  resulted  in 
the  imposition  by  the  President  of  the 
import  relief. 

(c>  Time  for  filing.  A  petition  under 
this  section  206.20  may  not  be  filed  ear¬ 
lier  than  the  date  which  is  9  months,  or 
later  than  the  date  which  is  6  months, 
before  the  date  the  import  relief  is  to  ter¬ 
minate  by  reason  of  the  expiration  of  the 
initial  period  therefor. 

(d)  Contents  of  petitions.  Petitions 
filed  under  this  section  206.20  shall  in¬ 
clude,  to  the  extent  practicable,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  information: 

(1)  Names  of  represented  producers. 
The  names  and  locations  of  the  firms 
represented  in  the  petition  and/or  of  the 
firms  employing  or  previously  employing 
the  workers  represented  in  the  petition 
and  of  their  establishments  in  which  the 
domestic  article  concerned  is  produced; 

(2)  Names  of  unrepresented  produc¬ 
ers.  The  names  and  locations  of  all  other 
producers  of  the  domestic  article  con¬ 
cerned  known  to  the  petitioner; 

(3)  Import  data.  Import  data  on  the 
foreign  article  concerned  for  each  full 
year  since  import  relief  was  provided, 
starting  with  the  year  in  which  relief 
was  provided; 

(4)  Domestic  production  data.  Data  on 
total  U.S.  production  of  the  domestic  ar¬ 
ticle  concerned  for  each  year  for  which 
data  are  provided  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(3); 

(5)  Progress  and  efforts  to  compete.  A 
statement  on  the  progress  and  specific 


efforts  made  by  the  industry  concerned 
to  adjust  to  and  compete  more  effectively 
with  the  competition  from  imports  of  the 
foreign  article  concerned; 

(6)  Benefit  of  import  relief.  A  state¬ 
ment  of  how  the  import  relief  provided 
has  promoted  adjustment  to,  and  the 
ability  of  the  industry  concerned  to  com¬ 
pete  more  effectively  with,  the  competi¬ 
tion  from  imports  of  the  foreign  article 
concerned;  and 

(7)  Reasons  for  not  terminating.  A 
statement  of  the  reasons  why  petitioner 
believes  that  the  import  relief  provided 
should  not  terminate. 

2.  Part  207,  19  CFR,  is  removed. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

Issued:  March  4,  1976. 

I  seal!  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.76-6802  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


Title  20 — Employees’  Benefits 

CHAPTER  V— EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAIN¬ 
ING  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  LABOR 

PART  602 — COOPERATION  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  EMPLOYMENT  SERVICE 
AND  STATES  IN  ESTABLISHING  AND 
MAINTAINING  A  NATIONAL  SYSTEM  OF 
PUBLIC  EMPLOYMENT  OFFICES 

Change  of  Employment  Service  Symbol 

On  January  5,  1976,  the  Employment 
and  Training  Administration  published 
at  41  FR  776  a  proposed  regulation  for 
20  CFR  602.12(a)  Oganization.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  proposed  the  substitu¬ 
tion  for  the  present  public  employment 
service  symbol  a  more  modem  symbol. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments,  data,  and  arguments  on 
the  proposed  regulation  until  February  4. 
1976.  Only  one  comment  was  received. 
The  comment  favored  the  change  but  re¬ 
quested  that  States  be  allowed  to  use  up 
current  printed  material  which  is  marked 
with  the  old  symbol.  This  suggestion  has 
been  accepted. 

Since  many  States  have  already 
adopted  the  new  symbol,  and  since  use 
of  the  old  symbol  is  encouraged  until 
printed  materials  are  exhausted,  the  Em¬ 
ployment  and  Training  Administration 
has  determined  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  make  this  regulation  change 
effective ,  March  10.  1976,  except  that 
States  are  encouraged  to  use  up  current 
printed  material  which  is  marked  with 
the  old  symbol.  Accordingly,  paragraph 
(a)  of  20  CFR  602.12  Organization  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  602.12  Organization. 

(a)  Official  identification.  The  official 
name  of  the  statewide  system  of  public 
employment  offices  and  the  name  on  all 
official  signs,  stationary  and  documents 
used  in  connection  therewith  shall  be 
“ - State  Employment  Serv¬ 

ice”.  Whenever  the  State  Employment 
Service  name  is  officially  used,  it  shall  be 
accompanied  by  the  following  symbol : 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  48 — WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  10,  1976 


10216 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


JOB^Z 

SERVICE ^ 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  12  of  the  Wagner-Peyser  Act  of  1933 
(29  U.S.C.  49C-3,  557)  ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  3rd 
day  of  March  1976. 

William  H.  Kolberg, 
Assistant  Secretary  lor 
Employment  and  Training. 
[FR  Doc.76-6821  Filed  3-ll-76;8:45  am] 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

SUBCHAPTER  E — ANIMAL  DRUGS,  FEEDS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

(Docket  No.  75N-01711 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

PART  558 — NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Antibiotic,  Nitrofuran,  and  Sulfonamide 
Drugs  in  the  Feed  of  Animals 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-5221  appearing  at  page 
8282  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1976,  make  the  following 
changes: 

1.  On  page  8293,  under  the  “Grams  per 
ton”  for  “3.3  Amprolium”,  “h.3.1”,  the 
figure  which  presently  reads  “36.3-133.5” 
should  read  “36.3-113.5”. 

2.  On  page  8308,  in  the  first  line  be¬ 
ginning  “Pfizer,  Inc.”,  under  “Indications 
for  use”,  the  designation  “Do.”  should 
appear. 


SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL 

PART  2— ADMINISTRATIVE  FUNCTIONS, 
PRACTICES,  AND  PROCEDURES 

Subpart  H — Delegations  of  Authority 

Notices  Relating  to  Drug  Efficacy 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  is 
amending  §  2.121  Redelegations  of  au¬ 
thority  from  the  Commissioner  to  other 
officers  of  the  Administration  (21  CFR 
2.121)  to  provide  for  a  new  delegation  of 
authority  to  issue  Federal  Register  no¬ 
tices  announcing  or  upgrading  efficacy 
findings  for  drugs  as  a  part  of  the  Drug 
Efficacy  Study  implementing  the  Drug 
Amendments  of  1962  (Pub.  L.  87-781,  76 
Stat.  780-796) ;  effective  March  10,  1976. 

Further  redelegation  of  the  authority 
redelegated  by  this  amendment  is  not  au¬ 
thorized.  Authority  redelegated  by  this 
amendment  to  a  specified  position  may 
be  exercised  by  a  person  officially  desig¬ 
nated  to  serve  in  such  position  in  an  act¬ 


ing  capacity  or  on  a  temporary  basis, 
unless  prohibited  by  a  restriction  written 
into  the  document  designating  him  as 
“acting,”  or  unless  it  is  not  legally  per¬ 
missible. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  701(a),  52 
Stat.  1055  (21  U.S.C.  371(a) ) )  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  Part 
2  is  amended  in  §  2.121  by  adding  para¬ 
graph  (ii)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.121  Redelegations  of  authority  from 
the  Commissioner  to  other  officers  of 
the  Administration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(ii)  Delegation  regarding  issuance  of 
notice  implementing  the  provisions  of 
the  Drug  Amendments  of  1962.  The  Di¬ 
rector  and  Deputy  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Drugs  are  authorized  to  issue  notices 
and  amendments  thereto  implementing 
section  107(c)(3)  of  the  Drug  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1962  (Pub.  L.  87-781)  by  an¬ 
nouncing  new  or  revised  efficacy  findings 
on  human  drugs  that  are  or  were  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  section  505 
and  507  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355  and  357). 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  effec¬ 
tive  March  10,  1976. 

(Sec.  701  (a) ,  52  Stat.  1055  (21  U.S.C.  371  (a) ) ) 
Dated:  March  4,  1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

(FR  Doc.76-6741  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

[Docket  No.  FI-327] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 

On  August  12,  1974,  in  39  FR  28888,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  the  City  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa.  Map  No.  H  190187  06 
indicates  that  Lots  6  and  8,  Block  2, 
McGrew’s  First  Addition,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa,  as  recorded  in  Volume  143,  Pages 
6  through  8  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder 
of  Linn  County,  Iowa,  are  in  their  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  that  the  apart¬ 
ment  buildings  on  the  above  property  are 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  190187  06 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  build¬ 
ings  on  the  above  property  are  not  within 
the  Special  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
August  2,  1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
yttt  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 


17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  February  13,  1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-6776  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  ami 


PART  1920—  PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

[Docket  No.  FI-440] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Wichita,  Kansas 

On  January  10,  1975,  in  40  FR  2183, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
special  hazard  areas  which  included  the 
City  of  Wichita,  Kansas.  Map  Nos.  H 
200328  07  and  08  Indicate  that  Country 
Lake  Addition,  Wichita,  Kansas,  re¬ 
corded  as  Document  No.  253492  in  File 
No.  MI-24  in  the  office  of  the  Register 
of  Deeds  of  Sedgwick  County,  Kansas: 
and  Comotara  First  Addition,  Wichita, 
Kansas,  recorded  as  Document  No. 
191119  in  the  office  of  the  Register  of 
Deeds  of  Sedgwick  County,  Kansas,  are 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  Information,  that  Lot  1,  Country 
Lake  Subdivision;  and  Blocks  A  through 
K,  Lots  B  through  F,  and  Reserves  A 
through  G,  Comotara  First  Addition,  are 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Lot  2,  Country  Lake  Subdivision, 
and  Lot  A,  Comotara  First  Addition,  with 
the  exception  of  the  areas  shown  as 
floodways  on  the  recorded  plat  maps 
cited  above,  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  Map 
Nos.  H  200328  07  and  08  are  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  December  27, 
1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UJS.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  February  13,  1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 

•  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-6777  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-446] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Shreveport,  Louisiana 

On  January  13,  1975,  in  40  FR  2427, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
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Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  which  in¬ 
cluded  the  City  of  Shreveport,  Louisiana. 
Map  No.  H  220036  28  indicates  that  Lots 
1,  2,  3,  34,  35,  44,  45,  63,  and  96,  The 
Meadow  Subdivision  Unit  No.  1,  Shreve¬ 
port,  Louisiana,  as  recorded  in  Book  1500, 
Page  19,  of  the  records  of  Caddo  Parish, 
Louisiana,  are  in  their  entirety  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration,  after  further  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  map  in  light 
of  additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation,  that  the  above  mentioned 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H 
220036  28  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified 
on  January  3, 1975. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XHI  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),*  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128:  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680.  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974) 

Issued:  February  13, 1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.78-6778  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-904] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Fairfax 
County,  Virginia 

On  January  8,  1976,  in  41  FR  1477,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  Fairfax 
County,  Virginia.  Map  No.  H  515525  19 
indicates  that  Lot  568,  Rolling  Valley 
Subdivision,  Section  6,  being  8414  Dan- 
ford  Court,  Fairfax  County,  Virginia,  as 
recorded  in  Deed  Book  3084,  Page  708  in 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  of 
Fairfax  County,  Virginia,  is  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administration,  after  fur¬ 
ther  technical  review  of  the  above  map 
in  light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  within  Zone  C,  and  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  The  map 
amendment  is  not  based  on  the  place¬ 
ment  of  fill  on  the  above  named  prop¬ 
erty  after  the  effective  date  of  the  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the  community. 
Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  515525  19  Is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  January  7, 
1972. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 


trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 
Issued:  February  13, 1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-6779  Filed  3-9-76;8:46  am] 


PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

[ Docket  No.  FI  906 ]  . 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Fairfax,  Virginia 

On  January  8,  1976,  in  41  FR  1477,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  the  City  of 
Fairfax,  Virginia.  Map  No.  H  515524A  01 
indicates  that  Lot  15,  Briarcliff  Subdivi¬ 
sion,  being  10602  Springmann  Drive, 
Fairfax,  Virginia,  as  recorded  in  Deed 
Book  1535,  Page  429  in  the  office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Court  of  Fairfax  County, 
Virginia,  is  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above  map 
in  light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  existing 
structure  on  the  above  property  is  within 
Zone  B,  and  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  The  map  amendment  is  not 
based  on  the  placement  of  fill  on  the 
above  named  property  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
of  the  community.  Accordingly,  Map  No. 
H  515524A  01  is  hereby  corrected  to  re¬ 
flect  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  May  5,  1970. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  February  17, 1976. 

H.  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc .76  6780  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-688] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Phoenix,  Arizona 

On  September  15, 1975,  in  40  FR  42554, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  spe¬ 
cial  hazard  areas  which  included  the  City 
of  Phoenix.  Arizona.  Map  No.  H  040051A 
37  indicates  that  Moon  Valley  Gardens 
VII,  Phoenix  Arizona,  as  recorded  in 
Book  144,  Page  35  in  the  office  of  the 
Recorder  of  Maricopa  County,  Arizona,  is 
partially  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Insurance  Administration,  after  fur¬ 
ther  technical  review  of  the  above  map 
in  light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  Lots  4  through 
49  of  the  above  property  are  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Map  No.  H  040051A  37  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  Lots  4  through 
49  of  the  above  property  are  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified 
on  June  28, 1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  February  18,  1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-6781  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


Title  27 — Alcohol,  Tobacco  Products  and 
Firearms 

CHAPTER  I — BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TO¬ 
BACCO  AND  FIREARMS,  DEPARTMENT 

OF  THE  TREASURY 

[T.D.  ATF-26;  Reference  Notice  No.  281  ] 

PART  5 — DISTILLED  SPIRITS  LABELING 
AND  ADVERTISING 

Metric  Standards  of  Fill 

The  issue  of  metric  standards  of  fill 
for  alcoholic  beverages  has  been  under 
consideration  by  the  Bureau  since  the 
latter  part  of  1973.  As  public  interest  in 
metrication  increased,  the  Bureau  re¬ 
ceived  many  letters  commenting  on  and 
making  recommendations  for  metric 
standards  of  fill  for  distilled  spirits.  The 
Distilled  Spirits  Council  of  the  United 
States  submitted  their  comments  in  the 
form  of  a  petition.  The  petition  called 
for  replacing  present  standards  of  fill 
with  specific  metric  standards  and  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  matter. 

The  Bureau  published  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  and  Public  Hearing 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  16  (as 
later  corrected  in  the  July  24, 1975  issue) . 
The  Notice  contained  proposals  made  by 
both  DISCUS  and  ATF  and  set  Septem¬ 
ber  10  and  11,  1975  as  the  dates  of  the 
public  hearing.  Prior  to  the  hearing, 
many  comments  were  received  from  a 
variety  of  interested  parties.  At  the  hear¬ 
ing,  a  60  day  comment  period  was  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  filing  of  additional  views. 
This  comment  period  was  subsequently 
extended  by  the  Director  an  additional 
30  days  (to  December  10, 1975) . 

The  Metric  Proposals 

The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
and  Public  Hearing  concerning  metric 
standards  of  fill  for  distilled  spirits  con¬ 
tained  proposed  regulatory  changes  in 
seven  specific  areas.  The  proposals  were 
as  follows: 
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Proposal  1.  Metric  Standards  of  Fill. 
The  DISCUS  petition  recommended 
amending  27  CFR  Part  5  by  replacing 
the  current  U.S.  standards  of  fill  with 
the  following  six  metric  standards:  50 
ml,  187.5  ml,  375  ml,  750  ml,  1  liter,  and 
1.75  liters.  The  Bureau  had  reservations 
about  two  of  the  six  sizes  and  proposed 
a  250  ml' in  place  of  the  187.5  and  a  500 
ml  in  place  of  the  375  proposed  by 
DISCUS. 

Proposal  2.  Bottles  per  shipping  case. 
Both  DISCUS  and  ATP  proposed  that 
the  number  of  bottles  per  shipping  case 
or  container  be  standardized.  It  was  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  following  bottles  per  ship¬ 
ping  case  be  adopted  on  a  mandatory 
basis: 


Pill  standard  Bottles  Case 

50  ml _ _ -  120 

187.5  ml  (250  ml) .  48 

376  ml  (500  ml) .  24 

750  ml . - .  12 

1  liter _ 12 

1.75  liters . .  6 


Proposal  3.  Metric  Phase-In.  Both 
DISCUS  and  ATP  proposed  a  phase-in 
period  ending  on  December  31,  1978. 
During  this  time,  spirits  could  be  bottled 
in  either  U.S.  or  metric  standards.  On 
and  after  January  1,  1979,  all  spirits 
would  have  to  be  bottled  in  accordance 
with  the  metric  standards  of  fill. 

Proposal  4.  Complete  Conversion. 
DISCUS  proposed  that  once  a  producer 
or  bottler  converted  to  a  metric  size,  that 
producer  or  bottler  would  be  prohibited 
from  continuing  to  bottle  a  comparable 
size  of  that  product  in  U.S.  ounces.  ATP 
expanded  somewhat  on  the  DISCUS  pro¬ 
posal  by  proposing  that  conversion  to  a 
given  metric  standard  of  fill  be  complete 
with  respect  to  any  given  product. 

Proposal  5.  Exemption  for  previously 
bottled  spirits.  DISCUS  and  ATP  pro¬ 
posed  that  spirits  bottled  in  existing  sizes 
prior  to  any  mandatory  date  for  metri¬ 
cation  should  be  allowed  to  be  marketed 
after  the  mandatory  date.  In  addition, 
ATP  provided  that  no  spirits  would  be 
Imported  into  this  country  in  bottles  not 
conforming  to  the  new  metric  standards 
of  fill  after  the  mandatory  date  unless 
they  were  accompanied  by  a  certificate 
or  statement  that  they  were  bottled  prior 
to  such  mandatory  date. 

Proposal  6.  Standards  of  fill  for  cor¬ 
dials,  liqueurs,  etc.  The  Bureau  proposed 
to  revoke  the  exception  to  authorized 
standards  of  fill  presently  allowed  for 
cordials,  liqueurs,  cocktails,  highballs, 
bitters  and  certain  specialties. 

Proposal  7.  Labeling  in  both  metric 
and  U.S.  measure.  ATF  proposed  that, 
if  during  the  transition  period  bottles 
conforming  to  metric  standards  of  fill 
are  used,  the  bottler  must  state  net 
contents  in  both  metric  and  U.S.  meas¬ 
ure. 

Summary  of  Comments  Received 

Prior  to  the  hearing,  at  the  hearing 
and  during  the  post  hearing  comment 
period,  serious  questions  or  arguments 
were  received  concerning  only  three  of 
the  seven  specific  areas  where  regulatory 
changes  were  proposed.  These  areas 


were:  metric  standards  of  fill,  bottles  per 
shipping  case  and  the  metric  phase-in 
period.  Arguments  presented  in  these 
areas  will  be  detailed  in  the  section  of 
this  Treasury  Decision  dealing  with  our 
final  decisions.  None  of  the  persons  testi¬ 
fying  at  the  hearing,  nor  any  of  the  per¬ 
sons  submitting  written  comments  prior 
to  or  after  the  hearing,  were  opposed  to 
the  idea  of  converting  to  metric  stand¬ 
ards  of  fill. 

Comments  on  distilled  spirits  metrica¬ 
tion  were  received  from  six  basic  groups: 

(1)  Industry  associations  and  industry 
members. 

<2)  Foreign  governments  and  foreign 
bottlers. 

(3)  State  agencies. 

(4)  Members  of  the  glass  industry. 

(5)  Consumers. 

<6)  Metric  Associations. 

Industry  associations  and  industry 
members  were  solidly  in  favor  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  as  laid  out  in  the  DISCUS  peti¬ 
tion.  Exceptions  to  this  were  in  the  area 
of  bottles  per  case  where  there  were  re¬ 
quests  for  more  “flexibility”  and  in  the 
area  of  the  proposed  1.75  liter  standard 
where  proposals  were  received  for  a  1.5 
liter  bottle. 

State  agencies  and  members  of  the 
glass  industry,  in  general,  favored  the 
sizes  proposed  by  DISCUS.  Members  of 
the  glass  industry,  however,  also  indi¬ 
cated  their  desire  for  a  longer  phase-in 
period. 

A  variety  of  responses  were  received 
from  foreign  governments,  bottlers  and 
associations.  Some  favored  the  sizes  pro¬ 
posed  by  DISCUS,  others  favored  the 
sizes  proposed  by  ATF,  while  still  others 
favored  sizes  that  were  dominant  in  their 
own  countries  or  were  sizes  accepted  by 
the  European  Economic  Community. 
Three  of  the  more  frequently  mentioned 
sizes  were  700  ml,  720  ml  and  200  ml. 

The  comments  received  from  con¬ 
sumers  can  be  broken  into  two  general 
categories — those  favoring  the  sizes  pro¬ 
posed  by  ATF,  and  those  favoring  a 
scheme  of  sizes  that  would  reflect  the 
simplicity  of  a  “true”  metric  system. 

Interesting  and  informative  comments 
were  also  received  from  the  Canadian 
Metric  Association  and  the  UJ5.  Metric 
Association.  In  general,  these  comments 
were  aimed  at  explaining  the  metric  sys¬ 
tem  Itself  and  attempted  to  give  us  sug¬ 
gestions  as  to  what  general  metric  guide¬ 
lines  our  conversion  should  take. 

All  comments  received  on  the  subject 
of  metrication  were  given  careful  consid¬ 
eration  by  the  Bureau  prior  to  making 
the  final  determinations.  As  mentioned 
earlier,  major  comments,  questions  or  ar¬ 
guments  were  received  concerning  only 
three  of  the  seven  proposals — metric 
standards  of  fill,  bottles  per  shipping  case 
and  the  metric  phase-in  period.  Pro¬ 
posals  4  through  7  (complete  conversion, 
exemption  for  previously  bottled  spirits, 
standards  of  fill  for  cordials,  liqueurs, 
etc.  and  labeling  in  both  metric  and  UJ3. 
measure)  have,  therefore,  been  adopted 
AKSpnttftiiy  as  set  forth  in  our  Notice. 
Specific  comments  received,  and  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  reasons  for  the  final  adoptions  in 
the  three  main  areas  of  concern  follow. 


Metric  Standards  of  Fill 

The  Bureau  agreed  with  DISCUS  that 
the  standards  of  fill  for  distilled  spirits 
should  be  in  metric  units.  Nearly  all  of 
the  rest  of  the  world  has  “gone  metric”. 
Distilled  spirits  are  an  important  prod¬ 
uct  in  international  trade,. and  putting 
the  United  States  on  the  same  basis  as 
the  rest  of  the  world  cannot  help  but 
promote  this  trade.  Taking  all  comments 
into  consideration,  and  in  light  of  the 
spirit  of  Public  Law  94-168,  recently 
signed  into  law  by  President  Ford  as  the 
"Metric  Conversion  Act  of  1975“  (which 
encouraged  “rationalization  or  simplifi¬ 
cation”  and  a  “reduction  of  size  varia¬ 
tions”)  ,  the  Bureau  has  adopted  the  fol¬ 
lowing  scheme  of  six  metric  standards  of 
fill,  with  sufficient  separation  to  preclude 
possible  consumer  deception: 

1.  50  ml:  Both  ATF  and  DISCUS  pro¬ 
posed  the  adoption  of  a  50  ml  standard 
of  fill.  As  the  DISCUS  petition  was 
amended  to  eliminate  the  Initial  restric¬ 
tion  on  sales  of  the  50  ml,  there  were  no 
major  differences  of  opinion  regarding 
this  size.  The  50  ml  appears  to  be  the 
logical  replacement  for  the  current  min¬ 
iature  (less  than  Mjo  of  an  ounce  dif¬ 
ference)  while  at  the  same  time  it  is  a 
round  number  easy  to  work  with  in  a 
metric  scheme  of  sizes.  This  size  has  also 
been  approved  by  the  European  Eco¬ 
nomic  Community  (EEC) . 

2.  1  liter:  Again,  both  ATF  and  DIS 
CUS  proposed  the  1  liter  standard  of  fill. 
As  with  the  50  ml,  there  were  no  ad¬ 
verse  comments  received  regarding  this 
size.  Both  the  U.S.  and  Canadian  Metric 
Associations,  along  with  some  comments 
received  from  consumers,  pointed  out 
that  the  liter  is  in  the  basic  unit  for 
liquid  measure  in  the  metric  system. 

3.  750  ml:  Although  four  foreign  coun¬ 
tries,  France  (an  industry  association), 
Ireland,  Belgium  and  Austria  submitted 
requests  tor  a  700  ml  or  720  ml  bottle, 
eight  other  countries  submitting  com¬ 
ments  did  not  oppose  the  750  ml  size. 
These  countries  were:  France  (French 
Embassy) ,  Italy,  Sweden,  Portugal,  Fin¬ 
land,  Luxembourg,  Canada  and  Greece. 
Because  of  this  foreign  support,  and  be¬ 
cause  of  the  overwhelming  domestic  sup¬ 
port  for  the  750  ml,  the  Bureau  has 
adopted  the  750  ml  as  a  standard  of  fill. 
A  750  ml  bottle  contains  only  3  tenths  of 
an  ounce  less  than  the  current  “fifth” — 
a  very  popular  size  among  American  con¬ 
sumers. 

4.  500  ml:  In  light  of  the  fact  that  the 
Bureau  proposed  a  500  ml  size  as  opposed 
to  DISCUS’S  375  ml,  all  of  the  varying 
arguments  presented  at  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  and  in  the  written  comments  periods 
were  carefully  considered  before  adopt¬ 
ing  the  500  ml. 

Although,  as  pointed  out  by  DISCUS 
in  their  petition  and  by  many  comments 
received  from  other  distilled  spirits  as¬ 
sociations  and  individual  companies,  a 
375  ml  bottle  would  be  close  in  size  to 
the  current  4/5  pint  and  the  same  equip¬ 
ment  could  be  used  to  make  the  bottle, 
a  500  ml  bottle  approximates  the  cur¬ 
rent  pint.  There  are  many  more  pints 
bottled  than  4/5  pints  (based  on  Fiscal 
Year  1975  strip  stamp  usage  statistics, 
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about  11%  of  the  total  number  of  strip 
stamps  used  by  domestic  bottlers  or  im¬ 
porters  were  for  pints,  as  opposed  to  3% 
for  4/5  pints). 

Supporters  of  the  375  stated  that  a 
500  ml  size  would  necessitate  a  price 
increase  over  the  current  pint.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  sees  nothing  wrong  with  this  in  light 
of  the  fact  that  a  500  ml  bottle  will  con¬ 
tain  more  than  the  pint.  If  the  price  per 
unit  volume  stayed  the  same,  there  would 
be  no  price  increase  in  real  terms. 

Although  arguments  were  received 
concerning  the  fact  that  a  375  ml  bottle 
was  adopted  for  wine,  we  must  remem¬ 
ber  that  a  375  ml  wine  bottle  is  the  “half 
bottle”  of  wine  commonly  sold  in  res¬ 
taurants.  This  situation  does  not  hold 
true  for  distilled  spirits. 

The  DISCUS  proposal  further  stated 
that  the  375  would  be  exactly  x/2  of  the 
750  ml — for  easy  price  comparison.  A  500 
ml  bottle,  however,  would  be  exactly  V2 
of  the  liter — and  the  liter  is  the  basic  unit 
of  measure  in  the  metric  system.  It  was 
also  pointed  out,  by  consumers  and  met¬ 
ric  associations  alike,  that  a  500  ml  would 
give  us  a  round  number  (easier  to  work 
with)  and  is  a  true  metric  size,  com¬ 
patible  in  the  use  of  the  metric  system’s 
1-2-5  series  of  price  and  size  compari¬ 
sons.  The  1-2-5  series  will  be  briefly  ex¬ 
plained  later  in  this  document. 

.  5.  200  ml:  The  two  sizes  mentioned  in 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  were 
250  ml  (proposed  by  ATP)  and  187.5  ml 
(proposed  by  DISCUS) . 

One  of  the  main  problems  we,  in  the 
Bureau,  expressed  regarding  a  proposed 
187.5  ml  standard  was  not  resolved  by  the 
substantive  comments  received  at  the 
public  hearing  or  during  the  written 
comment  periods.  One  of  the  principal 
advantages  of  the  metric  system  is  the 
ease  of  manipulating  figures.  A  good 
share  of  that  advantage  would  be  sacri¬ 
ficed  by  adopting  a  standard  of  fill  stated 
in  both  whole  numbers  and  decimals.  It 
would  seem  that  this  would  create  un¬ 
necessary  hardships  for  the  consumer 
who  has  to  try  to  visualize  what  .5  ml 
amounts  to  and  hardships  for  retailers, 
wholesalers,  bottlers  and  various  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  who  would  have  to 
manipulate  figures  of  187.5  in  various 
records  and  accounts.  For  these  reasons 
the  Bureau  initially  proposed  a  250  ml 
standard,  thus  eliminating  the  decimal 
point  problem. 

After  closely  examining  all  comments 
received,  the  Bureau  has  decided  to  adopt 
a  200  ml  bottle  as  the  standard  of  fill. 

We  heard  many  arguments  from  in¬ 
dustry  members  that  a  250  ml  size  would 
require  a  price  increase  over  the  current 
V2  pint  bottle.  As  with  the  500  ml  size, 
this  “price  increase”  would  be  the  result 
of  the  fact  that  the  250  would  hold  more 
than  the  current  l/2  pint.  This  situation 
would  be  eliminated,  however,  by  the 
adoption  of  a  200  ml  standard  of  fill. 
Neither  the  200  nor  the  187.5  closely 
approximates  a  current  standard  of  fill. 

Industry  also  stated  (in  support  of  the 
187.5)  that,  because  of  its  size,  it  could 
be  rim  faster  and  cheaper  than  a  250  ml 
bottle.  This  being  the  case,  a  200  ml  bot¬ 
tle  should  also  be  able  to  be  run  faster 


and  cheaper  than  a  250  and  because 
there  is  only  12.5  ml  difference,  there 
should  not  be  much  difference  in  produc¬ 
tion  time  and  cost  between  the  200  and 
the  187.5. 

Another  very  important  point  to  con¬ 
sider  in  the  adoption  of  a  200  ml  stand¬ 
ard  is  the  fact  that  the  European  Eco¬ 
nomic  Community  has  accepted  and 
adopted  this  size.  A  187.5  ml  size  was  not 
adopted  by  the  EEC  and  they  are  phasing 
out  the  250  ml  by  1980.  The  EEC  itself, 
along  with  many  foreign  countries,  sub¬ 
mitted  proposals  for  the  adoption  of  the 
200  ml. 

As  mentioned  earlier,  one  of  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  metrication  is  simplicity  and  we 
do  not  feel  the  scheme  of  standards 
should  be  complicated  with  a  decimal  as 
is  the  case  with  the  187.5  proposed 
standard.  Although  the  250  would  elimi¬ 
nate  the  decimal,  the  200  accomplishes 
the  same  thing  using  a  number  that  is 
even  easier  to  work  with. 

A  200  ml  bottle  is  a  true  metric  size 
and  fits  into  the  1-2-5  series  mentioned 
previously.  The  1-2-5  series  of  size  and 
price  comparison  is  as  old  as  metrication 
itself.  In  order  to  make  price  comparisons 
and  to  relate  to  the  basic  unit  of  one 
liter,  any  “halved”  range  may  require 
calculations  with  factors  of  2,  4,  8  or  16. 
With  the  1-2-5  series,  the  only  calcula¬ 
tion  ever  required  is  multiplication  or 
division  by  2  (in  some  cases  combined 
with  a  moving  of  the  decimal  point). 
The  adoption  of  a  200  ml  bottle  allows  us 
to  have  all  sizes  of  1  liter  and  below  in 
a  1-2-5  series  (other  than  the  750  ml). 

6.  1.75  liter:  Both  ATF  and  DISCUS 
proposed  the  adoption  of  a  1.75  liter 
standard.  At  the  hearing,  many  com¬ 
ments  were  made  by  members  of  the 
distilled  spirits  and  glass  manufacturing 
industries  concerning  “double-gobbing” 
in  arguments  for  the  1.75  over  a  2  liter 
bottle.  “Double-gobbing”  is  a  process  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  glass  containers 
which  allows  greater  production  efficien¬ 
cies.  Several  industry  members  indicated 
that  a  2  liter  bottle  could  not  be  “double- 
gobbed”  using  present  glass  producing 
equipment  while  some  equipment  in  use 
today  could  “double-gob”  a  1.75  liter  bot¬ 
tle.  Thus,  they  contended  that  cost  sav¬ 
ings  realized  from  a  1.75  liter  bottle  could 
be  passed  on  to  the  consumer. 

On  the  other  hand,  some  comments 
were  received  concerning  the  adoption 
of  a  1.5  liter  standard.  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  from  brandy  associations  and 
some  of  the  large  brandy  producers 
pointed  out  that  a  1.5  liter  standard 
would  allow  them  to  use  the  same  molds 
they  are  currently  using  for  wine  bottles 
and,  therefore,  would  be  more  economical 
for  them.  However,  DISCUS  and  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  distilled  spirits  industry 
argued  that  there  would  be  too  great  a 
volume  difference  between  the  1.5  and 
the  current  y2  gallon  (almost  14  ounces) 
and  because  of  this,  the  1.5  liter  would 
not  replace  the  l/2  gallon  in  the  eyes  of 
the  consumer. 

After  taking  all  comments  into  consid¬ 
eration,  the  Bureau  has  decided  to  adopt 
the  1.75  liter  as  a  standard  of  fill. 


Metric  Phase-In 

In  our  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
and  Public  Hearing,  the  Bureau  agreed 
with  the  DISCUS  proposal  for  a  transi¬ 
tion  period  of  at  least  three  years.  This 
proposed  phase-in  period  would  have 
been  from  January  1,  1976  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1978.  It  was  felt  that  this  phase-in 
period  would  promote  an  orderly  transi¬ 
tion  by  (1)  allowing  current  bottle  molds 
to  be  replaced  as  they  wear  out,  without 
having  to  discard  serviceable  molds;  (2) 
allowing  costs  of  conversion  to  be  spread 
over  a  period  of  time;  and  (3)  allowing 
a  period  for  consumers  to  become  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  new  metric  sizes. 

As  we  have  gotten  deeper  and  deeper 
into  the  field  of  distilled  spirits  metrica¬ 
tion,  an  essential  need  has  arisen  for 
a  delay  between  the  time  the  final  regu¬ 
lations  are  printed  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  and  their  effective  date.  A  post  hear¬ 
ing  comment  received  from  DISCUS  in¬ 
dicated  that  this  need  is  prevalent  within 
the  industry  itself.  DISCUS  requested 
a  90  day  delay  between  the  publication 
of  the  regulations  and  their  effective  date 
“in  fairness  to  all  bottlers  who  must 
order  new  mold  sets.”  In  addition  tc  mold 
sets,  there  may  well  be  needed  changes 
to  other  equipment  being  used  at  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  plants  that  would  benefit 
by  such  a  delay. 

Reasons  for  a  delay  are  also  present 
within  ATF.  Our  strip  stamps  are  cur¬ 
rently  printed  in  a  “standard”  size  and 
a  “less  than  y2  pt.”  size.  The  designation 
“less  than  y2  pt.”  will  have  to  be  removed 
from  the  small  stamps.  Including  paper¬ 
work  and  the  manufacture  of  new  molds 
and  plates,  it  will  tak?  approximately  3 
months  just  to  prepare  for  printing. 
Time  will  then  have  to  be  allowed  for 
printing  a  supply  of  stamps  and  getting 
them  distributed  to  the  industry.  A  simi¬ 
lar  problem  may  exist  for  certain  state 
government  agencies  that  require  state 
tax  stamps  placed  on  bottles — some  of 
these  are  also  “denominational”. 

Also,  many  sections  of  related  regula¬ 
tions  (particularly  Part  201)  must  be  re¬ 
vised  to  accommodate  metrication.  The 
Bureau  desires  to  have  the  necessary 
changes  in  such  areas  as  records  and  re¬ 
ports  and  conversion  factors  to  be  used 
(and  when  to  use  them)  published  prior 
to  the  bottling  of  any  metric  sizes. 

For  these  reasons,  the  adopted  regu¬ 
lations  (27  CFR  Part  5)  have  been 
changed  subsequent  to  the  Notice  to 
allow  for  a  delay  between  the  date  of 
their  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  their  effective  date.  The  effective 
date  has  been  established  as  October  1, 
1976  to  allow  for  enough  time  for  both 
industry  and  ATF  to  prepare  for  the  con¬ 
version  and  to  coincide  with  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  a  new  “quarter”  for  reporting 
purposes. 

Since  we  have  experienced  a  30  day 
extension  of  the  post  hearing  comment 
period  and  adopted  a  delay  between  the 
publication  of  the  regulations  and  their 
effective  date,  and  based  on  comments 
at  the  public  hearing  and  during  the 
written  comment  periods,  we  have  ex¬ 
tended  the  phase-in  period  to  make  com- 
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plete  metrication  mandatory  on  Janu¬ 
ary  1.  1980. 

Members  of  the  glass  container  manu¬ 
facturing  industry  expressed  concern 
over  the  conversion  period;  first,  in  a 
request  for  a  four  year  period,  and  later 
in  a  request  for  a  size  by  size  approach 
to  the  phase-in.  ATP  saw  many  possible 
problems  in  a  size  by  size  approach  to 
the  phase-in,  and  the  few  comments  re¬ 
ceived  from  distilled  spirits  industry 
members  were  also  against  this  approach. 
We  feel  that  the  extension  of  the  man¬ 
datory  date  should  ease  any  problems 
that  may  arise  in  this  area. 

It  is  also  the  Bureau’s  opinion  that 
metric  conversion  in  distilled  spirits  will 
be  more  difficult  than  for  wine  (and  our 
phase-in  period  for  wine  is  four  years). 
Also,  our  arguments  or  reasons  for  a 
three  year  period  for  distilled  spirits 
(spreading  costs  over  a  period  of  time 
and  allowing  a  period  for  consumers  to 
become  familiar  with  the  new  metric 
sizes)  will  be  even  more  meaningful  with 
a  longer  transition  period. 

For  these  reasons  the  Bureau  has 
adopted  January  1,  1980  as  the  manda¬ 
tory  date  for  distilled  spirit  metrication. 

BOTTLES  PER  SHIPPING  CASE 

The  Bureau  agreed  with  DISCUS’S  ini¬ 
tial  proposal  that  the  number  of  bottles 
packed  in  a  shipping  case  or  shipping 
container  should  be  standardized. 

Standardization  of  case  packing  will 
simplify  marketing  and  pricing  of  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  since  each  case  containing 
the  same  size  bottle  will  contain  the 
same  quantity  in  liters.  Therefore,  a  case 
of  distilled  spirits  of  a  given  size  will 
automatically  represent  a  precise  quan¬ 
tity  of  spirits  in  both  numbers  of  bottles 
and  liters  to  the  consumer,  retailers, 
wholesalers  and  bottlers.  Standard  case 
size  in  liters  should  increase  efficiency 
In  warehouse  stocking,  in  Inventorying 
cases,  determining  State  and  Federal 
taxes  and  import  duties,  and  maintain¬ 
ing  records. 

During  the  hearing  and  the  posthear¬ 
ing  comment  period,  the  Bureau  received 
five  comments  against  this  proposal. 
These  comments  were  received  from 
DISCUS,  Schenley  Industries,  Inc.,  The 
National  Liquor  Stores  Association,  Pre¬ 
mium  Products,  Inc.  and  the  Independ¬ 
ent  American  Whiskey  Association.  The 
main  points  brought  out  in  opposing  this 
standardization  were  the  facts  that  cer¬ 
tain  states  have  their  own  case  require¬ 
ments  (that  would  conflict  with  those 
proposed)  and  that  bottles  of  unusual 
design  could  not  fit  in  a  standardized 
case.  In  looking  into  this  problem,  the 
Bureau  has  learned  that  only  four  states 
require  certain  standard  case  quantities. 

ATF  agrees  that  it  would  not  be  feas¬ 
ible  to  impose  case  packing  requirements 
for  bottles  of  unusual  design  or  for  cases 
destined  for  states  having  opposing  re¬ 
quirements.  However,  the  number  of 
times  these  types  of  situations  would 
arise  would  amount  to  a  minute  percent¬ 
age  of  all  cases  packed. 

The  advantages  mentioned  above  for 
standardizing  the  number  of  bottles  per 
case  are  too  great  to  eliminate  the  pro¬ 
posal  based  on  such  a  small  percentage 


of  problem  situations.  Because  of  this, 
the  Bureau  has  adopted  the  proposal  for 
a  standard  number  of  bottles  per  case, 
while  at  the  same  time  leaving  an  open¬ 
ing  to  enable  us  to  allow  for  these  prob¬ 
lems.  An  additional  section  has  been 
added  to  this  area  of  the  regulations 
giving  the  Director  the  authority  to  waive 
the  bottles  per  case  requirements  pro¬ 
vided  good  cause  is  shown. 

Other  Change  Subsequent  To  Notice 

Definition  of  a  “liter”.  In  our  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  ATF  defined 
the  liter  as  “A  metric  unit  of  capacity 
equal  to  1,000  cubic  centimeters  at  4* 
C.  .  We  have  since  learned  that  the 
definition  of  a  liter  using  4*  C  as  the 
reference  temperature  is  the  definition 
of  a  liter  of  water  and  it  may  not  neces¬ 
sarily  be  appropriate  for  distilled  spirits. 
Although  the  Bureau  realizes  that  most 
foreign  countries  use  20*  C  as  the  ref¬ 
erence  temperature  for  distilled  spirits, 
we  have  adopted,  at  this  time,  15.56*  C 
(60*  F)  as  the  reference  temperature 
for  distilled  spirits.  Due  to  the  fact  that 
the  law  establishes  60*  F  as  the  refer¬ 
ence  temperature  for  a  proof  gallon  for 
tax  determination  purposes,  and  dif¬ 
ferent  reference  temperatures  for  tax 
determination  and  bottling  would  cause 
a  number  of  complications,  ATF  feels 
this  is  not  the  appropriate  time  to  change 
the  bottling  reference  temperature.  In 
addition  to  other  complications  this 
would  necessitate  the  use  of  yet  another 
conversion  factor  during  a  period  of  time 
that  will  be  confusing  enough  in  just  the 
conversion  to  metric  standards  of  fill. 
The  question  of  reference  temperature 
may  be  re-opened  at  a  later  date. 

The  following  regulations  are  Issued 
under  the  authority  contained  in  27 
U.S.C.  205  (49  Stat.  961,  as  amended) . 

Regulatory  Changes 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  27 
CFR  Part  5  is  amended  as  follows: 

Paragraph  1.  Amend  5  5.11  by  (1) 
amending  the  definitions  of  “Assistant 
regional  commissioner”  and  “Director” 
to  reflect  current  Bureau  organizational 
structure;  (2)  amending  the  definition 
of  “Gallon”  and  adding,  in  alphabetical 
order,  a  definition  for  “Liter  or  litre”  to 
make  it  clear  that  units  of  liquid  measure 
need  not  be  of  the  U.S.  system  of  meas¬ 
ure;  (3)  amending  the  definition  of  “In 
bulk”  to  show  the  metric  equivalent  of 
one  wine  gallon;  and  (4)  adding,  in  al¬ 
phabetical  order,  a  definition  for  “Re¬ 
gional  director”.  As  amended,  S  5.11 
reads  as  follows : 

§  5.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

•  •  •  *  * 

Assistant  regional  commissioner. 
Wherever  used  in  this  part  shall  mean  a 
regional  director  as  defined  in  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

•  •  *  *  • 

Director.  The  Director,  Bureau  of  Alco¬ 
hol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  D.C. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Gallon.  U.S.  gallon  of  231  cubic  inches 
of  alcoholic  beverage  at  60*  F. 


In  bi ilk.  In  containers  having  a  capac¬ 
ity  in  excess  of  1  wine  gallon  (3.785 
liters). 

•  •  •  •  • 

Liter  or  litre.  A  metric  unit  of  capacity 
equal  to  1,000  cubic  centimeters  of  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  at  15.56°  C  (60°  F.),  and 
equivalent  to  33.814  U.S.  fluid  ounces.  A 
liter  is  subdivided  into  1,000  milliliters. 
Milliliter  or  milliliters  may  be  abbre¬ 
viated  as  “ml”. 

•  •  *  *  * 

Regional  director.  A  regional  director 
who  is  responsible  to,  and  functions  un¬ 
der  the  direction  and  supervision  of,  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and  Firearms. 

•  *  #  *  * 

Par.  2.  Section  5.32  is  amended  by  (1) 
adding  a  reference,  in  paragraph  (a)  (4) , 
to  net  contents  stated  in  both  metric 
and  U.S.  fluid  measures;  and  (2)  add¬ 
ing  references,  in  paragraph  (b)  (3) ,  to 
metric  standards  of  fill  and  to  net  con¬ 
tents  stated  either  in  metric  measure 
only  or  in  both  metric  and  U.S.  fluid 
measures. 

As  amended,  9  5.32  reads  as  follows: 

§  5.32  Mandatory  label  information. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(a)  •  *  • 

(4)  In  the  case  of  distilled  spirits 
packaged  in  containers  for  which  no 
standard  of  fill  is  prescribed  in  §  5.47,  net 
contents  in  accordance  with  §  5.38'b)  or 
S  5.38(b)(2). 

(b)  *  *  • 

(3)  In  the  case  of  distilled  spirits 
packaged  in  containers  conforming  to 
the  standards  of  fill  prescribed  in  S  5.47 
or  $  5.47a,  net  contents  in  accordance 
with  §  5.38(a),  S  5.38a(a)  or  §  5.38a (b) 
(1). 

•  •  •  *  * 

Par.  3.  Paragraph  (b)  of  $  5.33  is  re¬ 
vised  to  include  metric  exceptions  to  size 
of  type  requirements.  As  revised,  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  S  5.33  reads  as  follows: 

§  5.33  Additional  requirements. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Location  of  statements  and  size  of 
type.  (1)  Statements  required  by  §8  5.31- 
5.42  (except  brand  names)  shall  appear 
generally  parallel  to  the  base  on  which 
the  container  rests  as  it  is  designed  to  be 
displayed  or  shall  be  otherwise  equally 
conspicuous. 

(2)  Statements  required  by  §§  5.31-5.32 
(except  brand  names)  shall  be  sepa¬ 
rate  and  apart  from  any  other  descrip¬ 
tive  or  explanatory  matter. 

(3)  Statements  of  the  type  of  distilled 
spirits  shall  be  as  conspicuous  as  the 
statement  of  the  class  to  which  it  refers, 
and  in  direct  conjunction  therewith. 

(4)  When  net  contents  are  stated  in 
U.S.  fluid  measure  only,  statements  re¬ 
quired  by  89  5.31-5.42  (except  brand 
names)  shall  be  in  script,  type  or  print¬ 
ing  not  smaller  than  8-polnt  Gothic  caps, 
except  that,  in  the  case  of  labels  on  bot¬ 
tles  of  less  than  one-half  pint  capacity, 
such  script,  type  or  printing  may  be 
smaller  than  8 -point  Gothic  caps  if  read¬ 
ily  legible  under  ordinary  conditions. 
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(5)  When  net  contents  are  stated  ei¬ 
ther  in  metric  measure  or  in  both  metric 
and  U.8.  fluid  measures,  statements  re¬ 
quired  by  58  5.31-5.42  (except  brand 
names)  shall  be  in  script,  type  or  print¬ 
ing  not  smaller  than  8-point  Gothic  caps, 
except  that,  in  the  case  of  labels  on  bot¬ 
tles  of  less  than  200  ml  capacity,  such 
script,  type  or  printing  may  be  smaller 
than  8-point  Gothic  caps  if  readily  legi¬ 
ble  under  ordinary  conditions. 

***** 

Par.  4.  Section  5.38  is  amended  by  (1) 
inserting  the  phrase  <cUntil  December  31, 
1979”  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  of  paragraph  (a) ;  (2)  by  adding 
the  phrase  “Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  5  5.38a(b)  (3),  until  December  31, 
1979”  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  of  paragraph  <b>;  and  (3)  adding 
a  new  paragraph,  (d) .  As  amended,  5  5.38 
reads  as  follows: 

§  5.88  Net  contents. 

(a)  Bottles  conforming  to  standards  of 
fill.  Until  December  31, 1979,  the  net  con¬ 
tents  of  distilled  spirits  for  which  a 
standard  of  fill  is  prescribed  in  5  5.47 
shall  be  stated  in  the  same  manner  and 
form  in  which  such  standard  of  fill  is  set 
forth.  *  *  * 

(b)  Bottles  not  conforming  to  stand¬ 
ards  of  fill.  Except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  5  5.38a(b)  (3) ,  until  December  31, 1979, 
the  net  contents  of  distilled  spirits  for 
which  no  standard  to  fill  is  prescribed  in 
§  5.47  shall  be  stated  as  follows : 

*  •  *  •  * 

(d)  Limitation.  This  section  shall  not 
apply  on  or  after  January  1,  1980. 

Par.  5.  A  new  section,  5.38a,  concern¬ 
ing  metric  net  contents,  is  added  im¬ 
mediately  following  5  5.38  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  5.38a  Metric  net  contents. 

(a)  Bottles  conforming  to  metric 
standards  of  fill. 

On  or  after  January  1,  1980,  the  net 
contents  of  distilled  spirits  shall  be 
stated  in  the  same  manner  and  form  in 
which  metric  standards  of  fill  are  set 
forth  in  §  5.47a.  Such  net  contents  need 
not  be  stated  on  the  label  if  they  are  legi¬ 
bly  blown,  etched,  sandblasted,  marked 
by  underglaze  coloring,  or  otherwise  per¬ 
manently  marked  by  any  method  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director,  on  the  side,  front, 
or  back  of  the  container  in  an  unob¬ 
scured  location.  Containers  of  200  mil¬ 
liliters  or  greater  capacity  must  bear 
letters  and  figures  of  not  less  than  one- 
quarter  inch  height 

(b>  Net  contents  stated  in  both  metric 
and  U.S.  fluid  measures.  (1)  A  bottler 
may  use  a  metric  standard  of  fill  pre¬ 
scribed  in  §  5.47a(a)  after  September  30, 
1976,  but  must  do  so  after  December  31, 
1979.  Until  December  31,  1979,  when¬ 
ever  metric  standards  of  fill  are  used,  net 
contents  shall  be  stated  in  both  metric 
measure  and  the  equivalent  volume  in 
U.S.  fluid  measure  as  follows : 

1.75  liters  (59.2  fl.  oz.) 

1.00  liter  (33.8  fl.  oz.) 

750  milliliters  (25.4  fl.  oz.) 

500  milliliters  (16.9  fl.  oz.) 

200  milliliters  <6.8  fl.  oe.) 

50  milliliters  (1.7  fl.  oz.) 


(2)  Until  December  31, 1979,  a  bottler 
shall  state  in  both  metric  and  U.S.  fluid 
measures  the  net  contents  of  distilled 
spirits  for  which  no  standard  of  fill  is 
prescribed  in  §  5.47(a),  for  example,  700 
ml.  (23.7  fl.  oz.).  However,  this  require¬ 
ment  shall  apply  to  spirits  exempted 
from  the  standards  of  fill  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  5.48(b)  only  if  the  bottle  (or 
label  thereon)  of  such  spirits  contains  a 
reference  to  net  contents  expressed  in 
metric  units.  When  required,  the  metric 
measure  shall  be  accurate  to  the  nearest 
one-hundredth  of  a  liter  for  sizes  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  one  liter  and  shall  be  stated  in 
milliliters  (ml)  for  sizes  less  than  one 
liter.  When  required,  the  U.S.  measure 
shall  be  accurate  to  the  nearest  one- 
tenth  of  a  fluid  ounce. 

(3)  In  lieu  of  the  net  content  state¬ 
ment  prescribed  in  paragraph  (b)(2)  of 
this  section  for  distilled  spix.es  for  which 
no  standard  of  fill  is  prescribed  in  §  5.47 
(a),  a  bottler  may  utilize  his  existing 
stocks  of  labels  or  bottles  bearing  content 
statements  set  forth  in  the  fashion  pre¬ 
scribed  by  8  5.38(b).  When  existing 
stocks  of  such  labels  or  bottles  are  ex¬ 
hausted.  the  U.S.  net  content  statement 
or  the  U.S.  equivalent  volume  shall  be 
stated  in  terms  of  fluid  ounces  only  as 
prescribed  in  paragraph  (b)(2)  of  this 
section. 

(c)  Qualifying  statements.  Words  or 
phrases  qualifying  statements  of  net  con¬ 
tents  are  prohibited. 

Par.  6.  Section  5.45  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  requirement  that  distilled  spirits 
in  bottles  must  be  packed  in  conformity 
with  §  5.49.  As  amended,  5  5.45  reads  as 
follows : 

§  5.45  Appliration. 

No  person  engaged  in  business  as  a  dis¬ 
tiller,  rectifier,  importer,  wholesaler,  or 
warehouseman  and  bottler,  directly  or 
indirectly,  or  through  an  affiliate,  shall 
sell  or  ship  or  deliver  for  sale  or  ship¬ 
ment,  or  othewise  introduce  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  or  receive  therein 
or  remove  from  customs  custody  any  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  in  bottles  unless  such  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  are  bottled  and  packed  in 
conformity  with  §§  5.46-5.49. 

Par.  7.  Section  5.46  is  amended  by  (1) 
renumbering  paragraph  (b)  as  para¬ 
graph  (b)(1)  and  revising  it  to  limit  its 
applicability  to  U.S.  fluid  measure  only; 
and  (2)  adding  a  new  paragraph  (b)(2) 
to  specify  headspace  requirements  when 
net  contents  are  stated  in  either  metric 
measure  only  or  in  both  metric  and  U.S. 
fluid  measures.  As  amended,  §  5.46  reads 
as  follows: 

§  5.46  Standard  liquor  bottles. 

•  •  *  *  * 

(b)  Headspace.  (1)  If  the  net  contents 
are  stated  only  in  U.S.  fluid  measure,  a 
liquor  bottle  of  a  capacity  of  200  milli- 
pint  or  more  shall  be  held  to  be  so  filled 
as  to  mislead  the  purchaser  if  it  has  a 
headspace  in  excess  of  8  percent  of  the 
total  capacity  of  the  bottle  after  closure. 

(2)  If  the  net  contents  are  stated 
either  in  metric  measure  only  or  stated 
in  both  metric  and  U.S.  fluid  measures,  a 
liquor  bottle  of  a  capacity  of  200  milli¬ 
liters  or  more  shall  be  held  to  be  so  filled 


as  to  mislead  the  purchaser  If  It  has  a 
headspace  in  excess  of  8  percent  of  the 
total  capacity  of  the  bottle  after  closure. 
*  *  •  •  • 

Par.  8.  Section  5.47  is  amended  by  (1) 
deleting  the  term  “domestically  manu¬ 
factured”  in  paragraph  (a) ;  and  (2)  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph,  (d),  to  pre¬ 
scribe  limitations  for  the  applicability  of 
standards  of  fill.  As  amended,  §  5.47  reads 
as  follows: 

§  5.47  Standards  of  fill. 

(a)  Authorized  standards  of  fill.  The 
standards  of  fill  for  all  distilled  spirits, 
whether  domestically  bottled  or  im¬ 
ported,  subject  to  the  tolerances  allowed 
in  this  section,  shall  be  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  * 

(d)  Limitations.  This  section  shall  not 
apply  on  or  after  January  1,  1980.  The 
metric  standards  of  fill  prescribed  in 
§  5.47a  may  be  substituted  for  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  fill  in  this  section  on  or  after 
October  1,  1976,  but  must  be  applied  on 
or  after  January  1, 1980. 

Par.  9.  A  new  section,  5  5.47a,  which 
prescribes  metric  standards  of  fill,  is 
added  immediately  following  §  5.47  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  5.47a  Metric  standards  of  fill. 

(a)  Authorized  standards  of  fill.  On  or 
after  January  1,  1980,  the  standards  of 
fill  for  all  distilled  spirits,  whether  do¬ 
mestically  bottled  or  imported,  shall  be 
as  follows: 

1.75  liters 
1.00  liter 
750  milliliters 
500  mUUliters 
200  milliliters 
50  milUliters 

(b)  Tolerances.  The  following  toler¬ 
ances  shall  be  allowed: 

(1)  Discrepancies  due  to  errors  in 
measuring  which  occur  in  filling  con¬ 
ducted  in  compliance  with  good  com¬ 
mercial  practice. 

(2)  Discrepancies  due  to  differences 
in  the  capacity  of  bottles,  resulting  solely 
from  unavoidable  difficulties  in  manu¬ 
facturing  such  bottles  to  a  uniform  ca¬ 
pacity:  Provided,  That  no  greater  toler¬ 
ance  shall  be  allowed  in  case  of  bottles 
which,  because  of  their  design,  cannot 
be  made  of  approximately  uniform  ca¬ 
pacity  than  is  allowed  in  case  of  bottles 
which  can  be  manufactured  so  as  to  be 
of  approximately  uniform  capacity. 

(3)  Discrepancies  in  measure  due  to 
differences  in  atmospheric  conditions  in 
various  places  and  which  unavoidably 
result  from  the  ordinary  and  customary 
exposure  of  alcoholic  beverages  in  bottles 
to  evaporation.  The  reasonableness  of 
discrepancies  under  this  paragraph  shall 
be  determined  on  the  facts  in  each  case. 

(c)  Unreasonable  shortages.  Unrea¬ 
sonable  shortages  in  certain  of  the  bot¬ 
tles  in  any  shipment  shall  not  be  com¬ 
pensated  by  overages  in  other  bottles  in 
the  same  shipment. 

(d)  Completeness  of  conversion. 
Whenever  a  permittee  or  foreign  bottler 
commences  bottling  a  given  product  in 
a  standard  liquor  bottle  corresponding 
to  a  metric  standard  of  fill  prescribed  by 
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paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  he  may 
not  thereafter  bottle  that  product  In  any 
standard  liquor  bottle  corresponding  to 
a  standard  of  fill  prescribed  by  (  5.47. 
He  may,  however,  continue  to  use  a  cor¬ 
responding  standard  of  fill  prescribed 
by  §  5.47  for  that  product  in  a  bottle  of 
unusual  design  which  has  been  approved 
under  the  provisions  of  §  5.48.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  paragraph.  (1)  product 
shall  mean  a  given  class  and  type  of  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  bearing  a  given  brand  name 
(e.g.,  ABC  bourbon,  ABC  gin,  XYZ  bour¬ 
bon,  and  XYZ  gin  would  be  four  distinct 
products) ,  and  (2)  the  standards  of  fill 
in  U.S.  measure  which  correspond  to  the 
metric  standards  are: 

Metric  standard  Corresponding  standard 
(prescribed  by  (prescribed  by 

sec.  5.47a  (a)):  sec.  5.47(a)) 


1.75  1 _ gallon..  >/a 

1  1 _ quart —  1 

750  ml . . . do -  */s 

500  ml _ pint..  1 

200  ml . . . do _  Vi 

50  ml _ do - y8 ,  Vio,  Me 


(e)  Packaging  requirements.  When¬ 
ever  bottle  are  filled  according  to  metric 
standards  of  fill,  such  bottles  shall  be 
packed  with  the  number  of  bottles  per 
shipping  case  or  shipping  container  as 
prescribed  in  §  5.49. 

(f)  Distilled  spirits  bottled  before  Jan¬ 
uary  l,  1980.  Distilled  spirits  bottled  do¬ 
mestically  before  January  1,  1980,  may 
be  marketed  after  January  1,  1980,  if 
such  distilled  spirits  were  bottled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  5.47.  (See  §  5.53  for  sim¬ 
ilar  provisions  relating  to  distilled  spirits 
imported  in  original  containers.) 

Par.  10.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  5.48  is  re¬ 
vised  to  show  that  cordials,  liqueurs, 
cocktails,  highballs,  bitters,  and  certain 
specialties  will  not  be  exempt  from 
metric  standard  of  fill  requirements  on 
or  after  January  1,  1980.  As  revised, 
§  5.48  reads  as  follows: 

§  5.48  Exception*. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(b)  Until  December  31,  1979,  sections 
5.47(a)  and  5.47a(a)  shall  not  apply  to 
cordials  and  liqueurs,  and  cocktails, 
highballs,  bitters,  and  such  other  special¬ 
ties  as  are  specified  by  the  Director.  On 
or  after  October  1,  1976,  the  metric 
standards  of  fill  may  optionally  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  cordials  and  liqueurs,  and  cock¬ 
tails,  highballs,  bitters,  and  specialties; 
however,  such  standards  shall  manda- 
torily  apply  on  or  after  January  1,  1980. 

Par.  11.  A  new  section,  5.49,  is  added 
immediately  following  §5.48  to  (1) 
standardize  the  number  of  bottles  packed 
per  shipping  case  when  bottles  are  filled 
according  to  the  metric  standards  of  fill 
and  (2)  provide  for  a  waiver  from  the 
bottles  per  case  requirements  when  good 
cause  can  be  shown.  As  added,  §  5.49 
reads  as  follows: 

§  5.49  Bottle*  per  shipping  case. 

(a)  General.  Distilled  spirits,  whether 
domestically  bottled  or  imported  subject 
to  the  metric  standards  of  fill  prescribed 
in  §  5.47a,  shall  be  packed  with  the  fol- 
lowing  number  of  bottles  per  shipping 
case  or  container: 


Bottles 

Bottle  sizes:  per  case 

1.75  1 .  6 

1  1 . .  12 

760  ml _  12 

600  ml .  24 

200  ml _  60 

50  ml .  120 


(b)  Exceptions.  (1)  Where  distilled 
spirits  were  being  filled  according  to  the 
metric  standards  of  fill  prior  to  October 
1,  1976,  the  case  packaging  requirements 
may  optionally  be  used  on  or  after  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1976,  but  shall  become  manda¬ 
tory  on  or  after  January  1,  1980. 

(2)  Upon  application  in  duplicate,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director,  the  bottles  per 
case  requirements  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  may  be  waived  pro¬ 
vided  good  cause  can  be  shown  by  the 
bottler  or  importer. 

Par.  12.  A  new  section,  5.53,  provid¬ 
ing  for  a  certificate  of  nonstandard  of 
fill  for  spirits  imported  in  original  con¬ 
tainers,  is  added  immediately  following 
§  5.52  to  read  as  follows: 

§  5.53  Certificate  of  nonstandard  fill. 

(a)  Distilled  spirits  imported  in  orig¬ 
inal  containers  not  conforming  to  the 
metric  standards  of  fill  prescribed  in 
§  5.47a  shall  not  be  released  from  Cus¬ 
toms  custody  after  December  31,  1979: 

(1)  Unless  the  distilled  spirits  are  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  signed  by  a 
duly  authorized  official  of  the  appropri¬ 
ate  foreign  country,  stating  that  the  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  were  bottled  or  packed  prior 
to  January  1,  1980;  or 

(2)  Unless  the  distilled  spirits  are  be¬ 
ing  withdrawn  from  a  Customs  bonded 
warehouse  or  foreign  trade  zone  into 
which  entered  on  or  before  December  31, 
1979. 

This  Treasury  decision  shall  become 
effective  on  October  1, 1976. 

Signed:  March  1,  1976. 

Rex  D.  Davis, 
Director. 

Approved:  March  3,  1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

| PR  Doc.76-6644  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 

Title  28 — Judicial  Administration 

CHAPTER  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

|  Order  No.  643-76] 

PART  50— STATEMENTS  OF  POLICY 

Freedom  of  Information  Committee 

This  order  revises  the  Department  of 
Justice  policy  with  regard  to  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Committee. 

The  previous  regulations  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  concerning  advice¬ 
giving  with  respect  to  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  contemplated  regular 
consultation  with  the  Department’s 
Freedom  of  Information  Committee  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  a  final  denial  by  an 
agency.  The  stringent  time  limits  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  1974  Amendments  to  the 


Freedom  of  Information  Act  and  the  in¬ 
creased  volume  of  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  business  sometimes  render  such 
prior  consultation  impracticable.  The 
present  revision  of  the  Department’s 
regulations  is  intended  to  preserve  the 
system  of  consultation  with  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Committee  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  extent  feasible,  while  eliminating 
the  now  impracticable  bar  against  de¬ 
fense  of  litigation  where  prior  consulta¬ 
tion  has  not  occurred.  Since  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Committee,  consist¬ 
ing  of  representatives  from  both  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Legal  Counsel  and  the  Civil  Divi¬ 
sion,  will  work  in  close  cooperation  with 
the  Civil  Division  with  respect  to  de¬ 
nials  which  have  become  the  subject  of 
litigation,  it  will  continue  to  be  both  im¬ 
portant  and  advantageous  for  agencies 
contemplating  denials  to  seek  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  prior  advice  wherever  possible. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  28  U.S.C.  509,  510  and  5  U.S.C.  301, 
§  50.9  of  part  50  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  28, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  50.9  The  Freedom  of  Information 
Committee. 

(a)  A  Freedom  of  Information  Com¬ 
mittee  is  established  within  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  to  encourage  compliance 
with  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  552,  throughout  the  Executive 
Branch.  The  Committee  consists  of  at¬ 
torneys  designated  by  the  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General,  Office  of  Legal  Counsel, 
one  of  whom  shall  be  designated  chair¬ 
man,  and  attorneys  designated  by  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  Civil  Divi¬ 
sion.  The  Committee  shall  coordinate  the 
annual  report  of  the  Attorney  General 
required  by  5  U.8.C.  552(d)  and  shall  pro¬ 
vide  assistance  and  encouragement  to 
Federal  agencies  in  complying  with  the 
letter  and  spirit  of  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  through  training  of  Fed¬ 
eral  personnel  and  consultation  with 
agencies  on  particular  matters  arising 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act. 
In  consulting  with  agencies  proposing  to 
issue  final  denials  under  the  Act,  the 
Committee  shall,  In  addition  to  advising 
the  agency  with  respect  to  legal  issues, 
invite  the  attention  of  the  agency  to  the 
range  of  public  policies  reflected  in  the 
Act,  including  the  central  policy  of  full¬ 
est  responsible  disclosure.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  may  also  undertake  studies  and  make 
recommendations  to  carry  out  the  intent 
of  this  subsection. 

(b)  All  Federal  agencies  which  intend 
to  deny  requests  for  records  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  should  con¬ 
sult  with  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Committee,  to  the  fullest  extent  prac¬ 
ticable,  before  litigation  ensues.  After 
litigation  begins,  all  contacts  regarding 
the  matter  should  be  with  the  Civil  Divi¬ 
sion  or  other  component  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  responsible  for  defense 
of  the  suit. 

Dated:  March  2, 1976. 

Edward  H.  Levi, 

Attorney  General. 

[PR  Doc.76-6815  Piled  3-9-76:8:45  ami 
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Title  30 — Mineral  Resources 

CHAPTER  I — MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND 

SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER  O— COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND 
SAFETY 

PART  71— SURFACE  WORK  AREAS  OF 

UNDERGROUND  COAL  MINES  AND 

SURFACE  COAL  MINES 

Exposure  to  Asbestos 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  section 
101  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969  (30  UJS.C.  811),  to 
promulgate  mandatory  health  standards 
transmitted  to  him  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  there 
was  published  In  the  Federal  Register 
for  November  7,  1972  (37  FR  23645)  a 
proposed  standard  for  occupational  ex¬ 
posure  to  asbestos  In  surface  coal  mines 
and  surface  work  areas  of  underground 
coal  mines. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  45  days  within  which  to  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  proposed  standard  and  a 
number  of  comments  were  received  by 
the  Bureau  of  Mines  (now  the  Mining 
Enforcement  and  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion)  and  transmitted  to  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  for 
consideration.  On  April  10, 1974,  the  Act¬ 
ing  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  in  accordance  with  section  101 
(f)  of  the  Act,  published  a  notice  (39  FR 
13003)  that  objections  to  the  proposed 
asbestos  standard  had  been  filed  stating 
the  grounds  for  such  objections  with  suf¬ 
ficient  particularity  and  that  a  public 
hearing  had  been  requested.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
notice  of  hearing  (39  FR  16913)  afforded 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard  at  the  hearing  which  was  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  National  Institute  for  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  at  that 
Department  on  June  5, 1974. 

On  the  basis  of  the  evidence  presented 
at  the  hearing  and  on  other  information 
available  to  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  concerning  the 
asbestos  standard,  findings  of  fact  were 
made  public  in  accordance  with  section 
101(g)  of  the  Act  on  August  5,  1974  (39 
FR  28176>  with  the  result  that  the  only 
change  in  the  standard  as  proposed  has 
been  the  addition  of  a  definition  for  "as¬ 
bestos”  to  clarify  that  nonfibrous  or  non- 
asbestiform  minerals  are  not  intended 
to  be  within  the  scope  of  the  standard. 

In  accordance  with  section  101(h)  of 
the  Act.  the  amendments  to  Part  71  as 
set  forth  below  are  effective  on  March 
10. 1976. 

Dated:  March  4,  1976. 

William  L.  Fisher. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

Part  71  is  amended  as  set  forth  below : 

1.  In  Subpart  C,  the  first  sentence  of 
5  71.200(a)  fs  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  71.200  Inhalation  hazard*;  threshold 
limit  value*  for  gases,  dusts,  fumes, 
mists,  and  vapors. 

(a)  No  operator  of  an  underground 
coal  mine  and  no  operator  of  a  surface 
coal  mine  may  permit  any  person  work¬ 
ing  at  a  surface  installation  or  surface 
worksite  to  be  exposed  to  airborne  con¬ 
taminants  (other  than  respirable  coal 
mine  dust,  respirable  dust  containing 
quartz,  and  asbestos  dust)  in  excess  of, 
on  the  basis  of  a  time-weighted  average, 
the  threshold  limit  values  adopted  by  the 
American  Conference  of  Governmental 
Industrial  Hygienists  in  "Threshold 
Limit  Values  of  Airborne  Contaminants" 
(1972)  which  is  hereby  incorporated  by 
reference  and  made  a  part  hereof.  *  •  * 
*  *  *  +  * 

2.  In  Subpart  C,  a  new  §  71.202  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  71.202  Asbestos  dust  standard:  meas¬ 
urement. 

(a)  The  8-hour  average  airborne  con¬ 
centration  of  asbestos  dust  to  which 
miners  are  exposed  shall  not  exceed  two 
fibers  per  cubic  centimeter  of  air.  Ex¬ 
posure  to  a  concentration  greater  than 
two  fibers  per  cubic  centimeter  of  air, 
but  not  to  exceed  10  fibers  per  cubic  cen¬ 
timeter  of  air,  may  be  permitted  for  a 
total  of  1  hour  each  8-hour  day.  As  used 
in  this  Subpart,  the  term  asbestos  means 
chrysotile.  amosite,  crocidolite,  antho- 
phylite  asbestos,  tremolite  asbestos,  and 
actinolite  asbestos  but  does  not  include 
nonfibrous  or  nonasbestiform  minerals. 

(b)  The  determination  of  fiber  con¬ 
centration  shall  be  made  by  counting 
all  fibers  longer  than  5  micrometers  in 
length  and  with  a  length-to-width  ratio 
of  at  least  3  to  1  in  at  least  20  randomly 
selected  fields  using  phase  contrast 
microscopy  at  400-450  magnification. 

| FR  Doc.76-6813  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

|FRL  499-6] 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Announcement  of  Removal  of  Court  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Transportation  Control  Plan 
Regulations  and  Postponement  of  Final 
Compliance  Date  for  Stage  I  Vapor  Re¬ 
covery — Boston,  Massachusetts 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
is  hereby  publishing  notice  that  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  23, 1976,  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  First  Circuit  ordered  the 
removal  of  its  earlier  suspension  of  cer¬ 
tain  transportation  control  plan  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Metropolitan  Boston  Intra¬ 
state  Air  Quality  Control  Region  (the 
“Boston  Intrastate  Region”).  According¬ 
ly,  the  following  regulations  are  in  effect 
as  of  the  date  of  publication  of  this  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  notice: 

1.  40  CFR  52.1135.  Regulation  for  Park¬ 
ing  Freeze; 

2.  40  CFR  52.1144.  Regulation  on  Evap¬ 
orative  Emissions  from  Retail  Gasoline 


Outlets  (except  for  paragraph  52.1144 
(d),  as  discussed  below) ;  and 

3.  40  CFR  52.1161.  Incentives  for  Re¬ 
duction  in  Single-Passenger  Commuter 
Vehicle  Use. 

Paragraph  52.1144(d),  containing  the 
so-called  “Stage  n  Vapor  Recovery  Reg¬ 
ulations”  remains  suspended  by  the 
Court  pending  the  promulgation  of  final 
Agency  regulations  and  further  order  of 
the  court. 

The  above  regulations  were  originally 
promulgated  by  the  Agency  on  Novem¬ 
ber  8, 1973  (38  FR  30960)  and  the  suspen¬ 
sion  was  ordered  by  the  Court  on  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1974,  in  the  case  of  South  Termi¬ 
nal  Corporation  v.  EPA  (6  ERC  2025,  504 
F.  2d  646)  and  eight  related  cases  arising 
out  of  nine  separate  petitions  for  review 
of  the  original  regulations.  The  Agency 
promulgated  revised  regulations  on  June 
12.  1975  (40  FR  25151)  but  postponed  the 
effectiveness  of  the  above-mentioned  reg¬ 
ulations  pending  removal  of  the  court’s 
suspension. 

The  result  of  the  February  23,  1976, 
court  order  is  that  all  of  the  Agency’s 
transportation  control  plan  regulations 
for  the  Boston  Intrastate  Region  are  now 
in  effect  with  the  sole  exception  of  the 
Stage  U  vapor  recovery  regulations. 

Postponement  of  March  1,  1976,  Dead¬ 
line  for  Installation  of  Stage  I  Vapor 

Recovery  Equipment 

Due  to  the  court  suspension  there  has 
been  substantial  uncertainty  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  mind  about  the  status  of  the  Agency’s 
Stage  I  vapor  recovery  regulations  in  the 
Boston  Intrastate  Region.  Due  to  this 
uncertainty  a  number  of  sources  subject 
to  the  Stage  I  requirements  have  not  yet 
installed  the  equipment  which  was  origi¬ 
nally  required  by  8  52.1147(a)(5)  to 
be  in  place  by  March  1,  1976.  In  order  to 
allow  these  sources  an  opportunity  to  in¬ 
stall  the  equipment  now  that  the  suspen¬ 
sion  is  removed,  the  Agency  has  decided 
to  extend  the  March  1  deadline  to  June 
1.  1976.  The  Agency  anticipates  that  this 
additional  period  of  time  will  lead  to 
substantial  compliance  by  the  affected 
sources  and  will  therefore  minimize  the 
need  for  Agency  enforcement  action. 

The  Administrator  does  not  consider 
today’s  schedule  revision  to  be  a  signifi¬ 
cant  change  in  the  June  12, 1975,  promul¬ 
gation.  The  Stage  I  requirements  were 
previously  subject  to  public  hearing  and 
comments,  and  the  change  in  the  compli¬ 
ance  deadline  will  not  prejudice  those 
subject  to  the  requirements.  For  these 
reasons  and  those  discussed  previously, 
the  Administrator  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  on  the  change  are  un¬ 
necessary  and  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest,  and  that  there  is  good 
cause  for  the  time  extension  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  immediately.  Therefore,  this  change 
will  become  effective  immediately  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register.  This 
action  is  being  taken  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  110(c)  and  301  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(c)  and  §  1857(g)). 

Dated:  March  4,  1976. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 
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Part  52,  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 

follows : 

Subpart  W — Massachusetts 

§  52.1147  Federal  compliance  sched¬ 
ules. 

In  §  52.1147(a)  (5)  of  the  date  “March 
1,  1976”  is  revised  to  read  “June  1, 1976.” 
[FR  Doc.76-6859  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  ami 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  19528) 

PART  68— CONNECTION  OF  TERMINAL 

EQUIPMENT  TO  THE  TELEPHONE  NET¬ 
WORK 

Application  for  Equipment  Registration 

In  the  Matter  of  Proposals  for  new  or 
revised  classes  of  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Message  Toll  Telephone  Service  (MTS) 
and  Wide  Area  Telephone  Service 
(WATS). 

The  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  (FCC 
76-134) ,  released  February  13, 1976  at  41 
F.R.  8044,  is  corrected  to  Include  inad¬ 
vertently  dropped  language  from  the 
First  Report  and  Order,  40  F.R.  53013,  in 
revised  S  68.200  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations.  Section  68.200(d) 
is  hereby  revised  as  follows: 

§  68.200  Application  for  Equipment 
Registration. 

*  •  *  •  * 

(d)  A  statement  that  the  terminal 
equipment  or  protective  circuitry  com¬ 
plies  with  and  will  continue  to  comply 
with  the  rules  and  regulations  in  Sub¬ 
part  D  of  this  Part,  accompanied  by  such 
test  results,  description  of  test  proce¬ 
dures,  analyses,  evaluations,  quality  con¬ 
trol  standards  and  quality  assurance 
standards  as  are  necessary  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  such  terminal  equipment  or 
protective  circuitry  coniplies  with  and 
will  continue  to  comply  with  all  the  rules 
and  regulations  in  Subpart  D  of  this 
Part.  The  Office  of  Chief  Engineer  may 
issue  an  OCE  Bulletin  describing  ac¬ 
ceptable  test  methods;  other  test  methods 
may  be  employed  provided  they  are  fully 
described  in  the  application  and  are 
found  acceptable  by  the  Commission. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Released :  March  4, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6792  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  20385,  RM-2455] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 
Table  of  Assignments 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  $  73.- 
202(b) ,  Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broad¬ 


cast  Stations.  (Canton-Waynesville, 
North  Carolina.) 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau:  1. 
The  Commission  has  under  consideration 
the  proposal  to  assign  FM  Channel  285A 
to  Waynesville,  North  Carolina,  for  a 
first  FM  assignment  upon  which  com¬ 
ments  were  invited  in  the  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  released  herein  on 
March  17,  1975  (40  Fed.  Reg.  13004).  The 
Notice  was  issued  in  consideration  of  a 
petition  (RM-2455)  of  Jefferson  Lowe 
Watts,  Statesville,  North  Carolina,  re¬ 
questing  rule  making  to  assign  Channel 
285A  to  Waynesville  and  Canton,  North 
Carolina,  on  a  hyphenated  basis,  as  a 
first  FM  assignment  for  these  two  com¬ 
munities  for  which  he  could  apply.  Since 
Waynesville  is  the  larger  of  the  two  com¬ 
munities,  the  Commission  instead  pro¬ 
posed  the  assignment  of  Channel  285A 
to  Waynesville,  noting  that  Channel  285A 
would  then  also  be  available  for  applica¬ 
tion  and  use  at  Canton  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  so-called  “10-mile”  rule  (Sec¬ 
tion  73.203(b)).1 

2.  In  response  to  the  Notice,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  (Watts)  filed  brief  comments  ex¬ 
pressing  continued  interest  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  reaffirming  his  intent  to 
apply  promptly  for  authority  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  on  Channel  285A  if 
the  requested  assignment  is  made.  He 
did  not  comment,  however,  on  the 
specific  Channel  285A  Commission  pro¬ 
posal  for  Waynesville.  Informal  letter 
comments  were  also  received  from  A.  W. 
As  kins,  Jr.,  President  of  Waynesville 
Broadcasting  Company,  licensee  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WHCC(AM) ,  Waynesville,  which  ex¬ 
press  support  for  the  Watts  proposal  and 
inform  that  Waynesville  Broadcasting 
Company  also  intends  to  apply  for  au¬ 
thority  to  construct  and  operate  a  sta¬ 
tion  on  the  proposed  Channel  285A  as¬ 
signment  for  Waynesville,  if  made.  No 
opposing  or  other  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  were  filed  in  the  proceeding. 

3.  Both  Waynesville  (population,  6,488) 
and  Canton  (population,  5,158)  *  are  lo- 


*  A  petition  for  rule  making  on  a  con¬ 
flicting  proposal  to  assign  Channel  285A  to 
AshevUle,  North  Carolina,  for  a  second  FM 
assignment  (RM-2374)  was  not  consolidated 
for  consideration  with  this  Waynesville 
Channel  285A  proposal  because,  aside  from 
the  fact  that  the  66-mlle  separation  require¬ 
ment  would  not  permit  Channel  285A  as¬ 
signments  at  both  Asheville  and  Waynesville 
(or  Canton)  since  these  communities  are  not 
more  than  25  mUes  apart,  Channel  285A 
could  not,  in  any  event,  meet  spacing  re¬ 
quirements  for  assignment  to  Asheville  be¬ 
cause  of  the  short  spacing  existent  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Channel  287  station  (WAGI- 
FM)  at  Gaffney,  South  Carolina.  The  rule 
making  request  on  the  Asheville  Channel 
286 A  proposal  (RM-2374)  was  separately  dis¬ 
posed  of  on  March  18,  1975,  by  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order  (62  F.C.C.  2d  1147)  deny¬ 
ing  it  because  of  the  technical  defectiveness 
of  the  proposal.  A  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  thereof  was  also  denied  by  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  adopted  February  24, 

1976,  in  RM-2374  (..._  F.C.C.  2d  - ). 

Since  these  decisions  adequately  detail  our 
reasons  for  denying  rule  making  on  the 
ARhevllle  Channel  285A  proposal,  it  will  not 
be  further  discussed  herein. 

*  Population  data  are  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


cated  In  the  high  mountainous  western 
part  of  North  Carolina  in  the  central 
part  of  Haywood  County  (population, 
41,710),  with  Canton  approximately  9 
miles  northeast  of  Waynesville,  the 
county  seat,  and  18  miles  west-southwest 
of  Asheville,  North  Carolina.  These  com¬ 
munities  are  the  largest  population  cen¬ 
ters  in  Haywood  County  and  are  in  the 
area  of  the  county  where  the  largest 
part  of  the  county  population  and  its 
urban  population  is  concentrated.  Infor¬ 
mation  furnished  in  the  Watts  petition 
indicates  that,  in  addition  to  its  perma¬ 
nent  population,  Haywood  County  has  a 
large  number  of  summer  and  winter  visi¬ 
tors  because  of  local  tourist  attractions, 
several  resort  areas,  and  its  location  as 
a  gateway  to  the  Cherokee  Indian  Reser¬ 
vation,  the  Great  Smoky  Mountains  Na¬ 
tional  Park,  and  the  Cataloochee  ski 
area  which  are  estimated  to  have  over 
2,500,000  visitors  annually. 

4.  There  are  no  FM  channels  presently 
assigned  in  Haywood  County,  and  the 
only  AM  stations  in  the  county  are  the 
two  daytime-only  stations  at  Canton 
(WWTT  and  WPTL)  and  Waynesville 
Broadcasting  Company’s  unlimited-time 
Class  IV  station  (WHCC)  at  Waynesville, 
the  nighttime  service  of  which  is  limited. 

5.  The  petitioner  persuasively  argues 
in  his  petition  that  the  assignment  of  a 
first  FM  channel  in  Haywood  County 
would  meet  needs  of  its  permanent  and 
transient  population  for  a  first  FM  serv¬ 
ice  and  additional  full-time  aural  service 
from  a  county -based  outlet.  His  showing 
also  Indicates  that  there  is  diversified  and 
sufficient  industry  and  economic  activity 
in  the  county  and  in  the  Waynesville - 
Canton  area  to  provide  necessary  sup¬ 
port  for  an  FM  station,  and  that  this 
area  has  potential  for  population  and 
economic  growth.  In  addition,  his  techni¬ 
cal  showing  demonstrates  that  Channel 
285A  may  be  assigned  to  either  Waynes¬ 
ville  or  Canton,  or  to  both  in  hyphena¬ 
tion,  in  conformance  with  spacing  re¬ 
quirements  and  without  affecting  exist¬ 
ing  assignments  or  having  a  significant 
preclusionary  effect  upon  new  assign¬ 
ments  elsewhere.  As  stated  in  the  Notice, 
while  he  proposed  Channel  285A  assign¬ 
ment  would  cause  co-channel  preclusion, 
if  assigned  to  Waynesville,  the  only  com¬ 
munity  without  local  aural  service  and 
with  a  population  in  excess  of  1,000  per¬ 
sons  in  the  precluded  area  is  Hazelwood 
(population  2,057) ,  located  approxi¬ 
mately  one  mile  southwest  of  Waynes¬ 
ville,  and  a  Channel  285A  assignment  to 
Waynesville  or  W  aynes  ville -Canton 
would  be  available  for  application  and 
use  also  at  Hazelwood  pursuant  to  the 
above-mentioned  ten-mile  rule. 

6.  In  view  thereof,  and  since  this  rec¬ 
ord  also  evidences  that  it  is  likely  that 
Channel  285A  would  be  promptly  applied 
for  if  assigned  to  provide  a  needed  first 
local  outlet  and  service  in  the  Waynes - 
ville-Canton  area  and  in  Haywood 
County,  we  believe  that  the  public  inter¬ 
est  is  served  by  assigning  it  for  use  in 
this  area.  We  adhere  to  the  view,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  channel  should  be  assigned 
to  Waynesville,  as  proposed  in  the  Notice, 
rather  than  to  Waynesville-Canton  in 
hyphenation,  as  the  petitioner  proposed 
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originally,  since  it  is  the  larger  com¬ 
munity  and  the  county  seat.  Hyphena¬ 
tion  is  an  administrative  tool  which  we 
have  sparingly  used  in  a  few  instances  in 
making  assignments  to  better  insure  op¬ 
portunity  for  their  fair,  efficient  ana 
equitable  use  among  communities  in  a 
given  area.  We  do  not  believe  that  hy¬ 
phenation  need  be  employed  for  that 
purpose  or  would  be  warranted  in  this 
case  since  under  the  10-mile  rule  a 
Waynesville  Channel  285A  assignment 
will  be  available  for  application  and  use 
at  Canton  for  a  local  outlet  as  well  as  at 
Waynesville. 

§  73.202  [Amended] 

7.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED, 
That,  effective  April  12,  1976,  the  PM 
Table  of  Assignments  (Section  73.202(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions)  IS  AMENDED  with  respect  to  the 
following  enumerated  community  to 
read: 

Channel 


City:  No. 

Waynesville,  N.C _  285A 


8.  Authority  for  the  action  taken  here¬ 
in  is  found  in  Sections  4(i',  303  (g)  and 
(r)  and  307(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  in  Section 
0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations. 

9.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  this 
proceeding  Is  Terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  6,  303,  48  Stat..  as  amended,  1066, 
1068,  1082;  47  U.S.C.  164,  155,  303.) 

Adopted:  February  27,  1976. 

Released:  March  5,  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

1  seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 
[FR  Doc.76-6795  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  III— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  MC-62;  Notice  No.  76-9] 

PART  325 — COMPLIANCE  WITH  INTER¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  CARRIER  NOISE  EMIS¬ 
SION  STANDARDS  » 

Regulations  on  Compliance  With  Standards; 
Corrections  and  Amendments 

•  Purpose.  The  Interstate  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Noise  Emission  Compliance  Regu¬ 
lations  are  being  amended:  (1)  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  two  petitions  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  submitted  by  State  motor  vehicle 
noise  enforcement  agencies,  (2)  to  cor¬ 
rect  typographical  errors  noted  in  the 
published  Anal  rule,  and  (3)  to  establish 
a  violation  reporting  procedure.  • 

On  September  12,  1975,  final  regula¬ 
tions  were  published  by  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration’s  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carrier  Safety  (BMCS)  (40  FR 
42432-42441),  which  detailed  the  proce¬ 
dures  to  ensure  compliance  with  Inter¬ 
state  Motor  Carrier  Noise  Emission 
Standards  published  by  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  at  40 
CFR  202. 


In  response  to  the  issuance  of  the  final 
rules,  the  New  Jersey  Turnpike  Authority 
(NJTPA)  and  the  Department  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  Patrol  (CHP)  have  both 
filed  petitions  requesting  that  several  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  compliance  procedures 
be  reconsidered.  They  have  done  so  be¬ 
cause  the  sections  in  question  appear  to 
differ  from  the  procedures  they  now  uti¬ 
lize  during  their  on-going  noise  measure¬ 
ment  programs.  A  discussion  of  the 
points  raised  and  the  resolution  of  same 
follows: 

(1)  The  NJTPA  stated  that  the  cali¬ 
bration  requirements  of  5  325.25(a)(1) 
caused  serious  difficulty  in  that  the  term 
“has  not  drifted”  in  relation  to  observed 
meter  drift  upon  calibration  of  the  in¬ 
strument  was  not  sufficiently  well  de¬ 
fined.  They  suggested  that  the  require¬ 
ment  be  rephrased  to  read  “*  *  *  has 
not  drifted  by  more  than  0.5  dB  from 
its  calibrated  level.” 

The  problem  to  which  the  NJTPA  re¬ 
fers  arises  out  of  their  use  of  a  sound 
level  measurement  system  that  meets  the 
requirements  of  ANSI  Sl.4-1971  for  Type 
1  instruments  and  that  employs  a  digital 
display  with  a  0.1  dB  resolution.  The 
NJTPA  claims  that  calibration  drifts  of 
0.1  to  0.2  dB  are  readily  noted  with  these 
instruments,  but  that  such  apparent 
drifts  are  within  the  stated  accuracy  of 
the  calibrator.  The  NJTPA  further  rea¬ 
sons  that  an  undue  burden  may  be  placed 
on  enforcement  groups  which  use  instru¬ 
ments  with  such  digital  readouts  if  they 
are  required  to  adjust  the  instrument 
every  time  a  0.1  or  0.2  dB  drift  is  noted. 

While  we  agree  with  NJTPA  that  drifts 
of  0.1  to  0.2  dB  are  not  sufficiently  large 
to  warrant  recalibration  of  the  instru¬ 
ment,  we  can  in  no  way  endorse  0.5  dB 
drifts  prior  to  adjustment,  as  was  sug¬ 
gested.  Accordingly,  §  325.25(a)  (1)  has 
been  amplified  by  specifying  that  sound 
level  measurement  systems  be  adjusted 
if  the  indicated  drift  is  0.3  dB  or  more. 
The  operator  must  make  the  determina¬ 
tion  when  this  maximum  allowable  drift 
has  been  exceeded. 

(2)  The  NJTPA  felt  that  the  reference 
in  §  325.25(b)  to  ANSI  Sl.13-1971  as  a 
source  of  accuracy  requirements  for  cali¬ 
brators  was  misleading  and  incorrect. 
They  noted  that  a  ±2  dB  calibration 
tolerance  was  identified  by  ANSI  for  the 
type  of  measurements  contemplated 
since  they  were  being  done  with  A- 
weighting  and  ANSI  Sl.13-1971  refers  to 
A-weighted  measurements  as  “survey 
type.” 

While  the  NJPTA  is  correct  that  ANSI 
Sl.13-1971  does  not  specify  accuracy  re¬ 
quirements  for  calibrators  per  se,  it  does 
so  implicitly  by  specifying  an  overall 
accuracy  requirement  for  the  calibration 
process.  The  only  instruments  involved 
in  the  calibration  process  are  the  cali¬ 
brator  itself  and  the  instrument  being 
calibrated.  Therefore,  only  the  accuracy 
of  the  calibrator  can  come  into  question 
if  the  overall  accuracy  oi  the  calibration 
must  yield  a  stated  tolerance.  Neverthe¬ 
less,  to  avoid  further  confusion  over  the 
literal  interpretation  of  ANSI  81.13-1971. 
specifically  Section  5.4.1  of  that  Stand¬ 
ard,  Section  325.25(b)  has  been  amended 


to  make  it  clear  that  it  is  the  overall 
calibration  that  must  be  accurate  to 
within  the  tolerances  specified  in  ANSI 
Sl.13-1971. 

The  NJTPA ’s  reference  to  A-weighted 
sound  levels  being  “survey  type”  and 
“field  type”  being  octave  band  is  tech¬ 
nically  incorrect.  “Laboratory,”  “Field,” 
and  “Survey,”  as  used  in  ANSI  Sl.13- 
1971  are  carry-over  terms  which  used  to 
be  consistent  with  the  three  levels  of  pre¬ 
cision  for  sound  level  meters  called  out 
in  ANSI  SI. 4-1961.  The  1971  revision,  of 
ANSI  S1.4  which  supplants  the  1961 
standard,  refers  to  types  1,  2,  and  3  re¬ 
spectively  in  lieu  of  laboratory  (or  pre¬ 
cision),  field,  and  survey  types  respec¬ 
tively.  In  view  of  these  facts,  no  further 
revision  to  Section  325.25(b)  is  necessary. 

(3)  The  NJTPA  objected  to  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  §  325.33(c)  when  used  in  con¬ 
junction  with  5  325.33(c)(2),  claiming 
that  the  two  paragraphs  combined  to 
probihit  flat  terrain  within  the  measure¬ 
ment  area.  They  correctly  concluded 
that  the  section  was  not  intended  to  pro¬ 
hibit  this  and  requested  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  section  be  modified. 

We  fail  to  see  the  necessity  for  a  modi¬ 
fication  to  Section  325.33(c)  (2)  since 
the  section  allows  slopes  that  are  “  *  *  • 
less  than  45  degrees  above  the  horizon¬ 
tal.”  The  section  describes  slopes  that 
are  permitted  outside  the  measurement 
area,  and  was  not  intended  to  define  ter¬ 
rain  requirements  within  the  measure¬ 
ment  area.  The  specifications  for  the 
measurement  area  are  clearly  stipulated 
in  §  325.33(d)  as  “relatively  flat.”  In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  microphone  height  require¬ 
ments  of  §  325.37(a)  also  act  to  define 
the  terrain  requirements  of  the  test  site. 
Accordingly,  the  section  in  question  re¬ 
mains  unchanged. 

(4)  The  NJTPA  took  issue  with  defini¬ 
tions  of  “soft.”  “hard,”  and  “relatively 
flat,”  as  defined  in  §  325.5.  It  was  sug¬ 
gested  that  more  objective  definitions  of 
these  terms  was  required. 

The  NJTPA  argument  on  this  subject 
merely  states  known  or  stated  situations. 
The  variation  of  sound  level  from  com¬ 
pletely  “hard”  to  completely  “soft”  sites 
is  more  or  less  a  continuum.  The  EPA 
standard  refers  only  to  open  sites,  but  in 
its  preamble  shows  the  2  dB  difference 
between  “hard”  and  “soft”  (or  grassy) 
sites  only  in  a  tabulor  format.  Extensive 
field  measurements  have  not  provided 
a  better  way  to  distinguish  between 
“hard”  and  “soft,”  other  than  the  ap¬ 
proach  taken. 

As  to  the  suggestion  the  presently  used 
language  is  “vague,”  it  should  be  noted 
that  the  words  were  carefully  chosen  to 
avoid  the  need  for  detailed  site  surveys. 
We  see  no  reason  to  define  terrain  within 
an  inch  or  two  or  to  be  any  more  specific 
than  the  present  regulation.  Studies  of 
the  problem  indicate  that  “slightly  in¬ 
clined”  surfaces  do  enhance  sound  levels 
by  several  dB  but  these  enhancements 
vary  as  a  function  of  noise  source  height. 

The  Bureau  welcomes  any  informa¬ 
tion  NJTPA  may  be  able  to  provide  which 
would  objectively  handle  this  problem, 
but  it  is  doubtful  that  more  clutter 
within  the  regulation  would  be  a  wise 
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substitute  for  common  sense  and  good 
judgment  in  the  field.  . 

(5)  The  NJTPA  objected  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  that  ambient  noise  be  meas¬ 
ured  in  the  absence  of  motor  vehicle 
noise,  (see  §  325.35(a)  (1)  and  §  325.55 

(a)(1)).  They  stated  that  it  would  be 
impractical  to  do  so  on  the  turnpike. 

The  Bureau  concedes  the  fact  that 
stopping  traffic  along  a  turnpike  to  meas¬ 
ure  ambient  noise  is  impractical.  It 
should  be  noted  that  this  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  regulation,  rather,  the 
language  “•  •  •  the  absence  of  motor 
vehicle  noise  *  •  •"  was  intended  to 
exclude  only  motor  vehicle  noise  emanat¬ 
ing  from  within  the  clear  zone.  Notwith¬ 
standing,  if  the  ambient  noise  is  meas¬ 
ured  while  including  highway  traffic 
noise,  emanating  from  both  within  and 
without  the  clear  zone,  and  that  meas¬ 
ured  level  is  “10  <3B  down,”  as  required, 
clearly  the  requirements  are  met. 

•In  view  of  the  NJTPA’s  concern  and  in 
an  effort  to  avoid  further  confusion  and 
misinterpretation  of  the  requirements 
of  these  sections,  1  325.35(a)(1)  and 
5  325.55(a)(1)  have  been  amended  to 
make  it  clear  that  ambient  sound  level 
measurements  may  Include  any  noise 
sources  at  the  site,  other  than  the  noise 
of  the  vehicle  within  the  clear  zone  being 
measured. 

(6)  The  NJPTA  objected  to  the  wind 
velocity  measurement  procedure  speci¬ 
fied  In  I  325.35(b)  and  5  325.55(b).  They 
stated  that  an  enforcement  team  must  be 
alert  to  wind  changes  and  remeasure  if 
a  change  is  noted. 

If  it  is  not  established  that  wind 
velocity  is  essentially  constant,  the  pro¬ 
cedure  of  checking  the  wind  velocity 
every  5-15  minutes  applies.  We  see  no 
conflict  with  the  realities  of  weather 
changes  in  these  requirements,  rather, 
we  view  the  requirements  as  realistically 
dealing  with  the  need  to  handle  variable, 
as  well  as  constant  or  calm  conditions, 
appropriately.  If  a  particular  enforce¬ 
ment  team  determines  that  more  fre¬ 
quent  wind  velocity  measurements  are 
called  for,  they  are,  of  course,  free  to  do 
so  without  being  in  conflict  with  the  reg¬ 
ulations.  Since  no  conflict  exists  be¬ 
tween  the  NJTPA  position  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  and  the  presently  worded  language 
of  S  335.35(b)  and  §  325.55(b) ,  no  change 
has  been  made  to  the  two  sections. 

(7)  The  NJTPA  and  the  CHP  have  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  requirement  contained  in 
5  325.37(a)  and  5  325.57(a)  that  the 
microphone  of  the  sound  level  measure¬ 
ment  system  be  located  no  more  than 
4*,4  feet  (1.4  m)  above  the  ground  sur¬ 
face  on  which  the  microphone  stands. 
Data  were  submitted  by  the  CHP  which 
clearly  indicate  that  equitable  measure¬ 
ments  can  be  made  at  sites  having  micro¬ 
phone  location  points  at  depressed 
ground  elevations  relative  to  the  road¬ 
way,  if  the  microphone  is  mounted  on  an 
extension  tripod  such  that  a  relative 
elevation  of  2  to  6  feet  above  the  road¬ 
way  is  maintained,  as  prescribed  in 
f  325.37(a)  and  5  325.57(a) .  The  NJTPA 
claims,  in  addition,  that  survey  data 
provided  to  both  them  and  the  EPA  by 
another  acoustic  consultant  was  not  col¬ 
lected  with  a  4%  foot  microphone  height 


limitation.  Since  these  data  were  used  by 
the  U.S.  EPA  in  the  formulation  of  the 
standard,  NJTPA  suggests  that  no  such 
limitation  should  now  be  imposed  on  its 
enforcement  program. 

As  a  result  of  comments  to  that  Notice, 
the  Bureau  recognized  that  quite  a  bit 
of  confusion  existed  as  to  the  meaning 
and  intent  of  the  language  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  microphone  height  requirements. 
Possibly  because  of  this  fact,  none  of  the 
comments  received  to  the  NPRM  docket 
on  this  subject  objected  to  the  4*4  foot 
maximum  microphone  height  require¬ 
ment. 

Notwithstanding  these  facts,  it  should 
be  noted  that  the  requirement,  as  pro¬ 
posed  and  finalized,  was  established  in 
response  to  comments  which  were  con¬ 
cerned  about  dilution  of  the  stringency 
of  the  EPA  standard.  (Test  data  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  that  provided  by  the  CHP  indi¬ 
cate  that  measurements  made  at 
dropoff s  are  consistently  lower  than 
comparable  measurements  made  at  flat 
sites,  regardless  of  the  microphone  height 
relative  to  the  roadway  surface.)  We 
agree  with  the  NJTPA’s  and  the  CHP’s 
desire  to  increase  the  latitude  of  the  site 
selection  process  and  now  believe  the 
source  of  the  original  comments  agrees 
also.  Accordingly,  i  325.37(a)  and  5  525.- 
57(a)  have  been  amended  to  remove  the 
“4*4  foot”  maximum  height  requirement 
for  microphone  location. 

(8)  The  NJTPA  stated  that  5  325.39(b) 
taken  in  conjunction  with  Table  1  of 
5  325.7  applies  the  correction  factor  for 
“hard/soft”  sites  twice,  and  as  such,  is 
unreasonable  and  not  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest. 

If  this  were  the  case  we  would  agree, 
however,  this  subpart  states  that  the 
corrections  are  to  be  made  in  accordance 
with  Subpart  F  and  parenthetically  says 
that  Table  1  lists  the  full  set  of  condi¬ 
tions  and  range  of  maximum  permissi¬ 
ble  levels.  We  see  no  double  corrections 
possible  and,  therefore,  have  not 
amended  the  section. 

(9)  The  NJTPA  has  raised  the  point 
that  the  language  contained  in  5  325  - 
53  (a)  ( 1 )  as  it  relates  to  the  relative  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  microphone  target  point  with 
respect  to  the  vehicle’s  exhaust  outlets 
is  technically  incorrect. 

5  325.53  has  been  amended  to  clarify 
the  issue  raised  by  the  NJTPA. 

Several  typographical  errors  have  been 
noted  in  the  final  rule  and  are  being 
changed  as  follows: 

(a)  Sections  325.35(a)(2),  325.39(b), 
325.55(a) ,  325.59(g) ,  and  “Note  2,”  which 
is  referenced  in  325.73  and  325.75,  incor¬ 
rectly  refer  to  Table  1  as  being  in  Section 
325.9.  These  sections  are  being  changed 
to  reflect  the  fact  that  Table  1  is  found 
in  Section  325.7. 

(b)  The  citation  heading  given  at  the 
beginning  of  the  preamble  indicates  that 
the  regulations  are  in  Chapter  n  of  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
This  citation  should  have  read  Chapter 
m  of  49  CFR,  and  is,  therefore  being 
changed  accordingly. 

Finally,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
BMCS  intends  to  use  the  MCS  63,  Driver- 
Equipment  Compliance  Check  report 
form  as  the  method  by  which  violations 


of  the  requirements  of  Pai't  325  will  be 
noted.  The  report  form,  in  one  format  or 
another,  has  been  in  use  by  the  BMCS 
and  its  predecessor  agency  for  many 
years  nad  its  use  and  meaning  are  well 
known  in  the  motor  carrier  industry.  For 
this  reason  its  use  is  deemed  appropriate 
for  these  regulations  as  well. 

Accordingly,  §  325.13  has  been 
amended  to  add  two  new  paragraphs 
which  detail  the  procedure  that  motor 
carriers  and  drivers  must  follow  when 
they  receive  an  MCS-63  form  from  an 
authorized  agent  of  the  Federal  High¬ 
way  Administration.  The  content  of  the 
section  is  essentially  the  same  as  that 
of  §  396.5  of  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations  and,  therefore,  does 
not  constitute  a  new  or  additional  re¬ 
porting  burden  on  the  motor  carrier 
Industry. 

Environmental  and  Economic  Impact. 
The  changes  contained  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  minor  refinements  of  an  al¬ 
ready  established  measurement  proce¬ 
dure  and,  therefore,  do  not  constitute 
a  major  regulatory  change.  Accordingly, 
the  discussion  contained  in  the  preamble 
to  the  final  rule  on  this  subject  (40  FR 
8658  2/28/75)  is  still  applicable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
325  Subchapter  A  of  Chapter  in  in  Title 
49,  CFR,  is  corrected  and  amended  as 
set  forth  below: 

1.  In  FR  Doc  75-24086  published  at 
page  8658  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
September  12,  1975,  85  325.35(a)(2), 
325.39(b),  325.55(a),  325.59(g)  and  foot¬ 
note  2,  which  is  referenced  in  §§  325.73, 
and  325.75  are  corrected  to  indicate  that 
Table  1  is  in  5  325.7,  not  in  5  325.9. 

The  Chapter  heading  in  that  same 
document  is  corrected  to  read  “Chapter 
m — Federal  Highway  Administration, 
Department  of  Transportation.”  It  was 
formerly*  incorrectly  noted  as  being 
“Chapter  n — Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Transportation.” 

2.  8  325.13  is  amended  to  add  two  new 
paragraphs  as  follows: 

§  325.13  Inspection  and  examination  of 

motor  vehicles. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Prescribed  Inspection  Report. 
Form  MCS-%3,  Driver-Equipment  Com¬ 
pliance  Check  shall  be  used  to  record 
findings  from  motor  vehicles  selected  for 
noise  emission  inspection  by  authorized 
employees. 

(d)  Motor  Carrier's  Disposition  of 
Form  MCS  63.  (1)  The  driver  of  any 
motor  vehicle  receiving  a  Form  MCS  63 
shall  deliver  such  MCS  63  to  the  motor 
carrier  operating  the  vehicle  upon  his  ar¬ 
rival  at  the  next  terminal  or  facility  of 
the  motor  carrier,  if  such  arrival  occurs 
within  twenty-four  (24)  hours.  If  the 
driver  does  not  arrive  at  a  terminal  or 
facility  of  the  motor  carrier  operating 
the  vehicle  within  twenty-four  (24) 
hours  he  shall  immediately  mail  the 
Form  MCS  63  to  the  motor  carrier.  For 
operating  convenience,  motor  carriers 
may  designate  any  shop,  terminal,  fa¬ 
cility,  or  person  to  which  it  may  instruct 
its  drivers  to  deliver  or  forward  Form 
MCS  63.  It  shall  be  the  sole  responsibility 
of  the  motor  carrier  that  Form  MCS  63 
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is  returned  to  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  prescribed  thereon  and  in  sub- 
paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  para¬ 
graph.  A  driver,  if  himself  a  motor  car¬ 
rier,  shall  return  Form  MCS  63  to  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  terms  prescribed 
thereon  and  in  subparagraphs  (2)  and 
(3)  of  this  paragraph. 

(2)  Motor  carriers  shall  carefully  ex¬ 
amine  Forms  MCS  63.  Appropriate  cor¬ 
rective  action  shall  be  taken  on  vehicles 
found  to  be  not  in  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  this  Part. 

(3)  Motor  carriers  shall  complete  the 
“Motor  Carrier  Certification  of  Action 
Taken”  on  Form  MCS-63  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  prescribed  thereon.  Motor 
carriers  shall  return  Forms  MCS-63  to 
the  Director,  Regional  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety,  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration,  at  the  address  indicated 
upon  Form  MCS-63  within  fifteen  (15) 
days  following  the  date  of  the  vehicle 
inspection. 

3.  Section  325.25  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  (a)  (1)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  325.25  Calibration  of  measurement 
systems. 

(a) (1)  The  sound  level  measurement 
system  must  be  calibrated  and  appro¬ 
priately  adjusted  at  one  or  more  fre¬ 
quencies  in  the  range  from  250  to  1,000 
Hz  at  the  beginning  of  each  series  of 
nleasurements  and  at  intervals  of  5-15 
minutes  thereafter,  until  it  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that  the  sound  level  measure¬ 
ment  system  has  not  significantly  drifted 
from  its  calibrated  level.  Once  this  fact 
has  been  established,  calibrations  may 
be  made  at  intervals  once  every  hour.  A 
significant  drift  shall  be  considered  to 
have  occurred  if  a  0.3  dB  or  more  excur¬ 
sion  is  noted  from  the  system’s  prede¬ 
termined  reference  calibration  level.  In 
the  case  of  systems  using  displays  with 
whole  decibel  increments,  the  operator 
may  visually  judge  when  the  0.3  dB  drift 
has. been  met  or  exceeded. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(b)  An  acoustical  calibrator  of  the 
microphone  coupler  type  designed  for  the 
sound  level  measurement  system  in  use 
shall  be  used  to  calibrate  the  sound  level 
measurement  system  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section.  The  cali¬ 
bration  must  meet  or  exceed  the  accuracy 
requirements  specified  in  §  5.4.1  of  the 
American  National  Standard  Institute 
Standard  Methods  for  Measurements  of 
'Sound  Pressure  Levels,  (ANSI  SI.  13- 
1971)  for  field  method  measurements. 

4.  Section  325.35  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  (1)  as  follows: 

§  325.35  Ambient  conditions;  highway 
operations. 

(a)  (1)  Sound.  The  ambient  A- 

weighted  sound  level  at  the  microphone 
location  point  shall  be  measured,  in  the 
absence  of  motor  vehicle  noise  emanating 
from  within  the  clear  zone,  with  fast 
meter  response  using  a  sound  level  meas¬ 


urement  system  that  conforms  to  the 
rules  of  $  325.23  of  this  Part. 

*  •  •  •  • 

4a.  Section  325.55  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)(1)  as  follows: 

§  325.55  Ambient  conditions;  stationary 
test. 

(a)  (1)  Sound.  The  ambient  A- 

weighted  sound  level  at  the  microphone 
location  point  shall  be  measured,  in  the 
absence  of  motor  vehicle  noise  emanat¬ 
ing  from  within  the  clear  zone,  with  fast 
meter  response  using  a  sound  level  meas¬ 
urement  system  that  conforms  to  the 
rules  of  §  325.23  of  this  Part. 

5.  Section  325.37  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  (1)  as  follows: 

§  325.37  Location  and  operation  of 
sound  level  measurement  system, 
highway  operations. 

(a)  The  microphone  of  a  sound  level 
measurement  system  that  conforms  to 
the  rules  in  §  325.23  of  this  Part  shall  be 
located  at  a  height  of  not  less  than  2 
feet  (.6  m)  nor  more  than  6  feet  (1.8  M) 
above  the  plane  of  the  roadway  surface 
and  not  less  than  3%  feet  (1.1  m)  above 
the  surface  on  which  the  microphone 
stands.  The  preferred  microphone  height 
on  flat  terrain  is  4  feet  ( 1.2  m) . 

5a.  Section  325.57  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)  (1)  as  follows: 

§  325.57  Location  and  operation  of 
sound  level  measurement  system; 
stationary  test. 

(a)  The  microphone  of  a  sound  level 
measurement  system  that  conforms  to 
the  rules  in  §  325.23  of  this  Part  shall 
be  located  at  a  height  of  not  less  than 
2  feet  (.6  m)  nor  more  than  6  feet  ( 1.8  m) 
above  the  plane  of  the  roadway  surface 
and  not  less  than  3*4  feet  (1.1  m)  above 
the  surface  on  which  the  microphone 
stands.  The  preferred  microphone  height 
on  flat  terrain  is  4  feet  (1.2  m). 

6.  Paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  §  325.53  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  325.53  Site  characteristics :  stationary 
test. 

(a)  (1)  The  motor  vehicle  to  be  tested 
shall  be  parked  on  the  test  site.  A  micro¬ 
phone  target  point  shall  be  established 
on  the  ground  surface  of  the  site  on  the 
centerline  of  the  laAe  in  which  the  motor 
vehicle  is  parked  at  a  point  that  is 
within  3  feet  (.9  m)  of  the  longitudinal 
position  of  the  vehicle’s  exhaust  system 
outlet(s).  A  microphone  location  point 
shall  be  established  on  the  ground  sur¬ 
face  not  less  than  35  feet  (10.7  m)  and 
not  more  than  83  feet  (25.3  m)  from  the 
microphone  target  point.  Within  the  test 
site  is  a  triangular  measurement  area. 
A  plan  view  diagram  of  a  standard  test 
site,  having  an  open  site  within  a  50- 
foot  (15.2  m)  radius  of  both  the  micro¬ 
phone  target  point  and  the  microphone 
location  point,  is  shown  in  Figure  2. 

*  *  *  *  * 

None  of  the  changes  detailed  herein 
constitute  a  major  technical  change  to 
the  content  of  the  regulations  as  pub¬ 
lished  on  September  12,  1975.  Rather, 


they  serve  to  clarify  some  technical 
aspects  of  the  requirements,  and  in  one 
case,  act  to  expand  the  number  of  test 
sites  available  to  enforcement  agencies. 
Such  an  expansion  does  not  however, 
result  in  additional  stringency  of  the 
application  of  the  EPA  Standard. 

Accordingly,  since  this  amendment  is 
non-substantive  in  character  and  does 
not  impose  additional  burden  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedures 
thereon  are  unnecessary  and  the  changes 
noted  herein  are  effective  on  the  date 
of  issuance  as  set  forth  below. 

This  regulation  is  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  18  of  the  Noise  Control 
Act  of  1972,  47  U.S.C.  4917,  the  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
DOT  at  49  CFR  1.48(p),  and  the  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  of  the  Federal  Highway 
Administrator  at  paragraph  7,  Chapter  7, 
Part  I  of  FHWA  order  1-1. 

Issued  on  March  4,  1976. 

Robert  A.  Kaye, 

Director. 

(PR  Doc.76-6775  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S  O.  No.  1234] 

PART  1033— -CAR  SERVICE 
Distribution  of  Grain  Cars 

At  a  Session  of  the  INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE  COMMISSION,  Railroad 
Service  Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  4th  day  of  March,  1976. 

It  appearing.  That  there  is  an  acute 
shortage  of  cars  on  the  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  for  transporting  ship¬ 
ments  of  grain,  grain  products,  and  soy¬ 
beans:  that  certain  tariff  provisions  re¬ 
quire  minimum  shipments  of  2500  cu.  ft. 
and  of  180,000  lbs.  or  more;  that  the  Un¬ 
ion  Pacific  Railroad  Company  is  unable 
to  furnish  sufficient  cars  to  transport 
shipments  of  such  weights:  that  cars  of 
lesser  capacity  are  available;  that  such 
cars  cannot  be  used  because  of  certain 
tariff  provisions;  that  there  is  immedi¬ 
ate  need  to  use  every  available  car  for 
transportation  of  grain;  that  the  inabil¬ 
ity  of  the  carriers  to  furnish  sufficient 
grain  cars  results  in  great  economic  loss; 
and  that  present  regulations  and  prac¬ 
tices  with  respect  to  the  use,  supply,  con¬ 
trol,  movement,  and  distribution  of  grain 
cars  are  ineffective.  It  is  the  opinion  of 
the  Commission  that  an  emergency  exists 
requiring  immediate  action  to  promote 
car  service  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
and  the  commerce  of  the  people.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Commission  finds  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  are  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
order  effective  upon  less  than  thirty 
days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

§  1033.1234  Distribution  of  grain  cars. 

(a)  The  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  may  furnish  not  more  than  two  cars 
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of  less  than  2500  cu.  ft.  and  180,000  lbs. 
capacity  for  each  car  of  2500  cu.  ft.  and 
of  180,000  lbs.  or  greater  capacity  ordered 
by  any  shipper  for  loading  with  grain, 
grain  products,  soybeans  or  soybean 
products  subject  to  the  conditions  and 
exceptions  provided  in  Sections  (e)  of 
this  order. 

(b)  Rates  and  Minimum  Weights  Ap¬ 
plicable.  The  rates  to  be  applied  and  the 
minimum  weights  applicable  to  ship¬ 
ments  of  two  smaller  cars  furnished  and 
loaded  as  authorized  by  Section  (a)  of 
this  order  shall  be  the  rate  and  minimum 
weight  applicable  to  the  larger  single  car 
ordered. 

(c)  Billing  to  be  Endorsed.  The  carrier 
substituting  two  smaller  cars  for  one 
larger  car  as  authorized  by  Section  (a) 
of  this  order  shall  place  the  following 
endorsement  on  the  bill  of  lading  and 
on  the  way  bills  authorizing  movement 
of  the  car: 

"Car  of  2500  cu.  ft.  and  of  180,000  lbs 
or  greater  capacity  ordered.  Two  smaller 
cars  furnished  authority  ICC  Service 
Order  No.  1234.” 

(d)  Concurrence  of  Shipper  Required. 
Two  smaller  cars  shall  not  be  furnished 
in  lieu  of  a  single  car  of  2500  cu.  ft.  or 
of  180,000  lbs.  or  greater  capacity  with¬ 
out  the  consent  of  the  shipper. 

(e)  Exceptions.  Exceptions  to  this 
order,  including  extension  of  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  elevators  located  in  other  states, 
may  be  authorized  to  railroads  by  the 
Railroad  Service  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20423.  Requests  for  such  extension 
must  be  submitted  in  writing,  or  con¬ 
firmed  in  writing,  and  must  clearly  state 
the  points  at  which  such  exceptions  are 
requested  and  the  reason  therefor. 

(f)  Rules  and  Regulations  Suspended. 
The  operation  of  all  rules,  regulations, 
or  tariff  provisions  is  suspended  insofar 
as  they  conflict  with  the  provisions  of 
this  order. 

(g)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  inter¬ 
state,  and  foreign  commerce. 

(h)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  March  5, 
1976. 

(i)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11 :59  p.m„  April  30, 1976,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended  by  order  of  this  Commission. 

(Secs.  1.  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  and 
17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended, 
64  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
all  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 
ice  and  car  hire  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement,  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad  Associa¬ 
tion;  and  that  notice  of  this  order  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  deposit¬ 
ing  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  at  Washington.  D.C., 
and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 
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By  the  Commission.  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Lewis  R.  Teeple,  Thomas 
J.  Byrne,  and  William  J.  Love,  affirming. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

JFR  Doc.76-6840  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  Am] 


PART  1057— LEASE  AND  INTERCHANGE 
OF  VEHICLES 

| Ex  Parte  No.  MC-43;  (Sub-No.  4)] 

Lease  and  Interchange  of  Vehicles — Trip 
Leasing 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  INTER¬ 
STATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION, 
held  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
the  16th  day  of  September  1975. 

It  appearing.  That  the  Commission 
Issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  order,  which  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  18,  1975 
(40  F.R.  6981) ,  in  which  notice  was  given 
of  its  intention  to  consider,  inter  alia, 
(1)  whether  operators  of  trip-leased 
vehicles  should  be  guaranteed  copies  of, 
or  the  right  to  inspect,  extended  freight 
bills  which  disclose  carrier  revenues  upon 
which  such  operators’  compensation  is 
based,  (2)  whether  such  operators  should 
be  assured  payment  of  their  compensa¬ 
tion  within  15  days  of  delivery  or  tender 
of  delivery,  and  (3)  whether  there  should 
be  one  or  more  clearinghouses  at  which 
motor  carriers  would  be  able  to  register 
the  availability  of  freight  to  be  trip 
leased  for  their  account; 

And  it  further  appearing.  That  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  matters  and  things  involved 
in  this  proceeding  has  been  made  and 
that  the  Commission  has  made  and  filed 
its  report  herein  containing  its  findings 
of  facts  and  conclusions  thereon,  which 
report  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  a 
part  hereof: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  request  for  oral 
hearing  by  Machinery  Haulers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  et  al.,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  de¬ 
nied  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  said 
report. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  tendered 
late-filed  representation  of  American 
Movers  Conference  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
accepted. 

It  is  further  order.  That  paragraph 
1057.4(a)  (5)  of  Pairt  1057  of  Chapter  X 
of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  modified  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  two  new 
sentences  set  forth  in  appendix  D  to  the 
said  report. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  modifi¬ 
cations  herein  prescribed  be,  and  they 
are  hereby,  prescribed  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  November  17, 1975,  and  will  apply 
to  all  equipment  leases  entered  into  on 
and  after  said  effective  date. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  notice  of 
this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  a  copy  of  the  attached  notice  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 


And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  discon¬ 
tinued.  (Authority:  49  Stat.  543  and  546, 
as  amended,  and  70  Stat.  983.) 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  this  action, 
paragraph  (a)  (5)  of  S  1057.4  of  Title  49 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is 
modified  by  the  addition  of  two  new 
sentences  at  the  end  thereof  which  read 
as  follows: 

§  1057.4  Augmenting  equipment. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(5)  •  •  • 

Subject  to  the  right  of  the  lessee  to 
delete  confidential  business  Information 
shown  thereon  which  may  be  used  to  the 
detriment  or  prejudice  of  the  shipper  or 
consignee,  the  contract  shall  provide 
that  the  lessee,  on  demand  of  a  lessor 
whose  compensation  under  such  lease 
is  based  upon  a  percentage  or  division 
of  revenue,  will,  at  the  lessee’s  option, 
either  provide  the  lessor  a  copy  of  each 
extended  freight  bill  covering  the  trans¬ 
portation  involved,  or  make  reasonable 
arrangments  for  the  lessor  to  inspect  the 
same.  The  contract  also  shall  specify, 
regardless  of  the  method  or  manner  in 
which  compensation  of  the  lessor  is  de¬ 
termined,  the  terms  and  conditions  as 
to  when  payment  of  compensation  is  due 
and  payable  to  the  lessor  and  the  circum¬ 
stances,  if  any,  when  such  compensation, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  will  be  withheld. 

[FR  Doc .76-6839  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


Title  45— Public  Welfare 
CHAPTER  XII— ACTION 

PART  1221— RETIRED  SENIOR 

VOLUNTEER  PROGRAM  COST-SHARING 

Interim  Amendment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  §  1221. 2 1  a) , 
Part  1221,  Chapter  XII,  Title  45,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  will  be  amended  on 
an  interim  basis.  Section  201(b)  of  the 
Domestic  Volunteer  Service  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-351,  88  Stat.  357)  prescribes 
the  maximum  local  share  contribution 
required  for  grants  under  the  retired 
Senior  Volunteer  Program  (RSVP).  The 
required  local  share  contribution  may 
not  exceed  annual  percentages  of  ap¬ 
proved  project  budgets:  10  percent  in  the 
first  year;  20  percent  in  the  second  year; 
30  percent  the  third;  40  percent  the 
fourth;  and  50  percent  in  any  subsequent 
years. 

Section  201(b)  of  the  Act  also  provides 
that  the  Director  of  ACTION  may  make 
exceptions  (in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions)  to  the  required  local  cost-sharing 
in  cases  of  demonstrated  need.  Part  1221 
sets  forth  these  regulations. 

The  interim  amendment  makes  the 
following  change  to  5  1221.2(a),  RSVP 
cost-sharing  schedule: 

The  required  annual  percentages  for 
the  third  and  subsequent  budget  periods 
will  have  a  maximum  of  30  percent  for 
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local  cost-share  and  70  percent  for  the 
Federal  contribution.  This  reduces  the 
existing  maximum  local  cost-share  re¬ 
quirement  from  50  percent  to  30  percent. 
The  interim  amendment  is  responsive  to 
the  growing  difficulties  of  communities  to 
match  local  share  requirements  for 
RSVP  grants. 

Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to 
submit  written  comments  and  views  con¬ 
cerning  this  interim  regulation  to  AC¬ 
TION,  806  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20525,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Older  Americans  Volunteer  Pro¬ 
grams.  All  such  submissions  received  on 
or  before  April  10, 1976,  will  be  considered 
prior  to  the  publication  of  the  final 
amendment.  The  amended  Section  1221.2 
(a)  becomes  effective  on  April  10, 1976. 

Section  1221.2(a)  is  therefore  amended 
as  follows: 

§  122.2  RSVP  Co*t-Sliaring  Schedule. 

(a)  The  following  RSVP  cost-sharing 
schedule  identifies  for  each  budget  period, 
normally  one  year,  the  required  percent¬ 


age  of  the  locpl  cost-sharing  to  approved 
project  budgets  of  RSVP  project  spon¬ 
sors,  as  well  as  the  Federal  contribution : 


Budget  period  Federal  Local  (non- 

federal) 


(Percent) 


l„.  . .  !#) 

2  . Wt 

3  and  beyond .  70 


Local  contributions  may  voluntarily  ex¬ 
ceed  the  annual  required  local  contri¬ 
bution  in  any  year.  However,  such  vol¬ 
untary  contributions  shall  not  be  a  con¬ 
sideration  for  receiving,  or  determining 
the  size  of,  any  RSVP  initial  or  continua¬ 
tion  grant. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  5, 
1976. 

John  L.  Ganley, 
De-puty  Director 
|FR  Doc. 76-6867  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 
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I  This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 

these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 

i 

■  . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Bureau  of  Security  and  Consular  Affairs 
[22  CFR  Part  42] 

|  Docket  No.  SD-116] 

DOCUMENTATION  OF  IMMIGRANTS 
UNDER  THE  IMMIGRATION  AND  NA¬ 
TIONALITY  ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

Aliens  Ineligible  to  Receive  Visas 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  proposed 
amendment  cf  paragraph  (a)  (14)  (ii)  (d) 
of  S  42.91  of  Title  22  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  which  provides  an 
exemption  to  the  labor  certification  re¬ 
quirement  for  an  alien  coming  to  the 
United  States  to  engage  in  a  commercial 
or  agricultural  enterprise  in  which  he 
has  invested  or  is  actively  in  the  process 
of  investing  capital  in  excess  of  $10,000. 
This  exemption  was  created  to  facilitate 
the  issuance  of  immigrant  visas  to  aliens 
coming  to  the  United  State*,  primarily  as 
self-employed  investors  rather  than  for 
the  principal  purpose  of  entering  the 
labor  market  as  skilled  or  unskilled  work¬ 
ers.  An  alien  found  to  be  qualified  for 
this  exemption  is  eligible  for  immigra¬ 
tion  without  any  review  being  made  of 
the  relationship  that  his  work  activities 
in  the  United  States  may  have  on  the 
availability  of  persons  in  the  United 
States  similarly  engaged  and  without  any 
consideration  of  the  possible  adverse  af¬ 
fect  that  those  activities  may  have  on 
the  wages,  income  and  working  condi¬ 
tions  of  persons  similarly  employed  or 
self-employed  in  the  United  States. 

To  justify  such  a  special  exemption  to 
the  labor  certification  requirement  of 
section  212(a)  (14)  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  of  1952,  as  amended, 
the  Department  intends  that  an  alien’s 
investment  is  not  solely  a  method  by 
which  he  will  become  a  skilled  or  un¬ 
skilled  worker  providing  a  livelihood  for 
himself  and  members  of  his  family.  The 
Department  did  not  intend  to  facilitate 
the  immigration  of  an  alien  making  an 
investment  in  an  established  enterprise 
and  coming  to  the  United  States  as  an 
employee  of  the  enterprise  in  a  position 
having  no  managerial  prerogatives  and 
competing  with  available  workers  sim¬ 
ilarly  employed  in  this  country. 

The  $10,000  minimum  investment 
presetntly  requisite  for  establishing  the 
exemption  has  served  as  the  method  by 
which  many  aliens  not  certifiable  under 
the  labor  certification  procedures  have 
been  able  to  qualify  for  immigration  and 
entry  into  the  skilled  and  unskilled  labor 
market.  The  existing  exemption  has  thus 
been  the  vehicle  by  which  the  law  has 
been  circumvented  through  the  avenue 


it  has  afforded  aliens  for  the  “purchase” 
of  labor  certifications.  Further,  experi¬ 
ence  with  the  regulation  has  shown  that 
a  capital  investment  of  $10,000  is  un¬ 
realistic  and  has  not  ensured  the  objec¬ 
tives  for  which  the  exemption  was 
created.  High  rates  of  inflation  during 
the  last  three  years  have  indicated  that 
a  minimum  investment  of  $50,000  would 
better  serve  the  objectives  of  the  exemp¬ 
tion. 

It  is  the  position  of  the  Department 
that  a  skilled  alien,  who  wants  to  im¬ 
migrate  as  an  investor  with  less  than 
$50,000  would  depend  largely  on  his  skill 
to  succeed  and  thus  should  qualify  by  ob¬ 
taining  employment  and  a  labor  certifi¬ 
cation.  This  is  the  best  if  not  the  only 
valid  way  given  present  mechanisms,  or 
the  lack  thereof,  that  his  skill  can  be 
evaluated  in  the  light  of  current  local 
labor  market  and  business  conditions 
and  his  potential  for  success  in  a  com¬ 
petitive  business  measured.  It  is  also  felt 
that  given  present  domestic  labor  mar¬ 
ket  conditions,  it  is  not  unreasonable  to 
require  that  an  intending  immigrant  in¬ 
vestor  create  employment  opportunities 
for  others  than  himself  and  his  family. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  recommendations 
or  objections  to  the  Administrator, 
Bureau  of  Security  and  Consular  Affairs, 
Room  6811,  Department  of  State,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20520,  on  or  before  April  23, 
1976.  Oral  comments  will  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  but  all  written  material  relevant  to 
the  proposed  amendment  which  is  timely 
received  will  be  evaluated  and  considered. 

Paragraph  (a)(14)(d)  of  1 42.91 
is  amended  to  read : 

§  42.91  Aliens  ineligible  lo  receive  visas. 

(a)  Aliens  ineligible  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  212(a)  of  the  Act.  •  •  * 
(14)  *  •  * 

(ii)  *  •  • 

(d)  An  alien  who  establishes  by  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  that  he  has  invested,  or 
is  actively  in  the  process  of  investing, 
capital  totaling  at  least  $50,000  in  an  en¬ 
terprise  in  the  United  States  of  which  he 
will  be  the  principal  manager  and  that 
the  enterprise  will  employ  persons  in  the 
United  States  other  than  the  alien,  his 
spouse  and  children: 

•  •  *  •  • 
Dated:  March  4, 1976. 

For  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Leonard  F.  Walentynowicz, 

Administrator,  Bureau  of 
Security  and  Consular  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc  76-6708  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
[ 19  CFR  Part  1 ] 

CUSTOMS  FIELD  ORGANIZATION 

Proposed  Change  in  Customs  Region  I 

A  review  of  the  operations  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  ports  of  entry  of  Morristown  and 
Waddington,  New  York,  presently  de¬ 
signated  as  ports  of  entry  in  the  Ogdens - 
burg,  New  York,  Customs  district  (Re¬ 
gion  I),  indicates  that  the  light  volume 
of  traffic  experienced  by  those  ports  does 
not  warrant  their  maintenance  as  Cus¬ 
toms  ports  of  entry.  The  volume  of 
traffic  is  such  that  no  Customs  trans¬ 
actions  have  been  reported  at  either  port 
during  the  past  three  years  and  no  in¬ 
crease  in  the  present  low  volume  of  traffic 
is  anticipated.  Therefore,  it  is  considered 
administratively  desirable  to  revoke  the 
designation  of  Morristown  and  Wad¬ 
dington,  New  York,  as  Customs  ports 
of  entry  and  to  instead  designate  each 
as  Customs  stations  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  port  of  Ogdensburg,  New 
York. 

Accordingly,  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
vested  in  the  President  by  section  1  of 
the  Act  of  August  1,  1914,  38  Stat.  623, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  2) ,  and  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  No.  10289,  September  17, 
1951  (3  CFR  Ch.  II),  and  pursuant  to 
authority  provided  by  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment  Order  No.  190,  Rey.  10  (40  FR 
2216),  it  is  hereby  proposed  to  revoke 
the  designation  of  Morristown,  New 
York,  and  Waddington,  New  York,  as 
Customs  ports  of  entry  in  the  Ogdens¬ 
burg,  New  York,  Customs  district  (Re¬ 
gion  I)  and  to  designate  Morristown, 
New  York,  and  Waddington,  New  York, 
as  Customs  stations  under  the  supervi¬ 
sion  of  the  port  of  Ogdensburg,  New 
York. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  foregoing 
proposal,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  relevant  data,  views,  or  arguments 
which  are  submitted  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs,  Attention:  Regulations  Di¬ 
vision,  Washington,  D.C.  20229,  and  re¬ 
ceived  April  9, 1976. 

Written  material  or  suggestions  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  accordance  with  §  103.8(b) 
of  the  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
103.8(b) )  at  the  Regulations  Division, 
Headquarters,  United  States  Customs 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.,  during  regu¬ 
lar  business  hours. 

Dated:  March  3, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.76-6707  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
[8  CFR  Part  212] 

ALIENS 

Exemption  from  Labor  Certification 
Requirement 

Pursuant  to  section  553  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code  (80  Stat.  383) ,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  8  CFR  212.8(b)(4)  pertaining 
to  the  exemption  of  certain  aliens  from 
the  labor  certification  requirement  of 
section  212(a)  (14)  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  as  amended  (8 
UB.C.  1182(a)  (14)  ). 

Existing  8  CFR  212.8(b)  (4)  provides  an 
exemption  from  the  labor  certification 
requirement  of  section  212(a)  (14)  of 
the  Act,  as  amended,  for  an  alien  who 
establishes  that  he  is  seeking  to  enter 
the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
gaging  in  a  commercial  or  agricultural 
enterprise  in  which  he  has  invested,  or 
is  actively  in  the  process  of  investing, 
capital  totaling  at  least  $10,000.  The 
labor  certification  provisions  of  section 
212(a)  (14)  were  incorporated  in  the  Act 
as  a  measure  designed  to  protect  the 
livelihood  of  workers  lawfully  present 
within  the  United  States.  They  were  in¬ 
tended  to  protect  the  American  economy 
from  job  competition  and  from  adverse 
working  standards  as  a  consequence  of 
Immigrant  workers  entering  the  labor 
market  by  preventing  an  influx  of  aliens 
entering  the  United  States  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  performing  skilled  or  unskilled 
labor  where  the  economy  of  individual 
localities  is  not  capable  of  absorbing 
them  at  the  time  they  desire  to  enter  this 
country. 

The  investor  exemption  from  the  labor 
certification  requirement  provided  by  8 
CFR  212.8(b)  (4)  was  not  designed  as, 
and  it  must  not  be  allowed  to  become, 
a  means  of  circumventing  the  normal 
labor  certification  procedure  for  skilled 
or  unskilled  labor.  This  exemption  was 
never  intended  to  apply  to  an  alien  an¬ 
ticipating  an  investment  in  an  enterprise 
which  would  provide  only  a  livelihood  for 
himself  and  his  family  in  competition 
with  citizens  and  permanent  resident 
aliens  having  similar  Investments  in  like 
enterprises.  Neither  was  it  ever  intended 
to  facilitate  the  entry  of  an  alien  making 
an  investment  in  an  established  enter¬ 
prise  and  coming  to  the  United  States 
as  an  employee  in  the  enterprise  in  a 
position  having  no  managerial  preroga¬ 
tives  in  competition  with  available 
workers  or  workers  similarly  employed 
in  this  country.  The  minimum  capital 
Investment  of  $10,000  was  designed  to 
Insure  that  the  alien’s  primary  function 
with  respect  to  the  investment  and  with 
respect  to  the  economy  would  not  be  as 
a  skilled  or  unskilled  laborer.  Experience 
has  shown  that  a  minimum  capital  in¬ 
vestment  of  $10,000  is  totally  unrealistic 
and  does  not  insure  the  fulfillment  of 
the  objectives  for  which  it  was  created. 
In  addition,  the  spiraling  inflation  ex¬ 
perienced  In  the  United  States  during 
the  last  three  years  has  served  to  ac¬ 


centuate  the  inefficacy  of  the  minimum 
$10,000  capital  as  a  qualifying  invest¬ 
ment  for  purposes  of  the  exemption.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  It  is  proposed  to  amend  8  CFR 
212.8(b)  (4)  to  provide  for  an  investment 
of  capital  totaling  at  least  $50,000  in  an 
enterprise  of  which  the  alien  will  be  the 
principal  manager. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code  (80  Stat.  383),  Interested  persons 
may  submit  to  the  Commissioner  of  Im¬ 
migration  and  Naturalization,  Room 
7100,  425  Eye  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20536,  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments,  in  duplicate,  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  rule.  Such  representations  may 
not  be  presented  orally  in  any  manner. 
All  relevant  material  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  23,  1976,  will  be  considered. 


PART  212— DOCUMENTARY  REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS:  NONIMMIGRANTS;  WAIVERS; 
ADMISSION  OF  CERTAIN  INADMISSI¬ 
BLE  ALIENS;  PAROLE 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  212.8' b)  <4> 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.8  Certification  requirement  of  sec¬ 
tion  212(a)  (14). 

•  »  +  *  * 

(b)  Aliens  not  required  to  obtain 
labor  certifications.  •  *  *  (4)  an  alien 
who  establishes  on  Form  1-526  that  he 
has  invested,  or  is  actively  in  the  process 
of  Investing,  capital  totaling  at  least 
$50,000  in  an  enterprise  in  the  United 
States  of  which  he  will  be  the  principal 
manager  and  that  the  enterprise  will  em¬ 
ploy  persons  in  the  United  States  other 
than  the  alien,  his  spouse  and  children. 
A  copy  of  a  document  submitted  in  sup¬ 
port  of  Form  1-526  may  be  accepted, 
though  unaccompanied  by  the  original, 
if  the  copy  bears  a  certification  by  an 
attorney,  typed  or  rubber-stamped  in  the 
language  set  forth  in  §  204.2(f)  of  this 
chapter.  However,  the  original  document 
shall  be  submitted,  if  submittal  is  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Service. 

(Sec.  103,  66  Stat.  173;  8  U.S.C.  1103) 
Dated:  February  12,  1976. 

L.  F.  Chapman,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

IFR  Doc .76-  6744  Piled  3-9-76; 8: 45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  917] 

| Docket  No.  AO  90-A6] 

FRESH  PEARS,  PLUMS.  AND  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and  Op¬ 
portunity  To  File  Written  Exceptions  to 
Proposed  Further  Amendment  of  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  and  Order 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-5085,  appearing  at  page 
7050  in  the  issue  for  Monday,  February 
23,  1976,  make  the  following  changes; 


1.  On  page  7951,  the  third  column,  the 
second  line,  the  word  “handaling”  should 
read  “handling”. 

2.  On  page  7953,  the  first  column,  the 
second  complete  paragraph,  the  eight¬ 
eenth  line,  the  word  “member”  should 
read  “members”;  and  the  twenty-fifth 
line  should  be  deleted. 

3.  On  page  7954,  the  third  column,  the 
last  line  should  be  deleted  and  replaced 
by  the  phrase  “mittee  is  revised  by:”. 

4.  On  page  7955,  the  middle  column, 
the  heading  for  §  917.20  should  read 
“Designation  of  members  of  commodity 
committees.” 

5.  On  page  7955,  the  third  column: 

a.  Under  S  917.34,  the  first  line,  the 
designation  "914.34”  should  read  "917.- 
34”. 

b.  Under  paragraph  designated  “14”, 
the  first  line,  the  designation  "915.35” 
should  read  “917.35”. 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Part  73] 

| Docket  No.  20693,  RM-2616] 
VERTICAL  BLANKING  INTERVAL 
Captioning  for  the  Deaf 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  Sub- 
part  E,  Part  73,  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  and  Regulations,  to  Reserve  Line 
21  of  the  Vertical  Blanking  Interval  of 
the  Television  Broadcast  Signal  for  Cap¬ 
tioning  for  the  Deaf. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau.  1.  On 
January  28,  1976,  the  Commission 

adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  (41 
Fed.  Reg.  5834) .  The  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  are  presently 
March  10,  and  March  24,  1976,  respec¬ 
tively. 

2.  On  February  25,  1976,  CBS,  Inc. 
("CBS”)  requested  that  the  time  for 
filing  comments  be  extended  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  May  10,  1976.1  CBS  states  the 
additional  time  is  needed  for  careful 
study,  analysis  and  evaluation  of  the 
numerous  questions  (some  of  which  in¬ 
volve  highly  technical  production  and 
engineering  considerations)  presented 
for  comment  in  this  proceeding. 

3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  extending  the 
time  in  this  proceeding.  Accordingly,  IT 
IS  ORDERED,  That  the  dates  for  filing 
comments  and  reply  comments  ARE 
EXTENDED  to  and  including  May  10 
and  May  25, 1976,  respectively. 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  found  in  sections  4(i),  5(d)(1) 
and  303 (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 


*  On  February  27,  1976,  tbe  Electronics  In¬ 
dustries  Association  also  filed  a  request  to 
extend  the  continent  date  to  May  10,  1676. 
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of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Section  0.281  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Adopted:  March  2,  1076. 

Released:  March  3,  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

i  seal  1  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.76-6790  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 

[47  CFR  Part  87] 

|  Docket  No.  20687;  41  FR  4833  ] 

ASSIGNMENTS  OF  FREQUENCIES 

Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  Part 
87  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  provide 
for  the  assignment  of  frequencies  in  the 
band  129.3  to  130.7  MHz  to  serve  other 
than  air  carrier  operations. 

1.  Alaska  Aviation  Radio,  Inc.  (AARI) 
has  requested  that  the  time  for  filing 
comments  in  the  above  captioned  pro¬ 
ceedings  be  extended  to  April  5,  1976. 

2.  In  support  of  its  request  AARI  states 
that  proposed  rule  making  has  serious 
ramifications  for  it  and  that  additional 
time  is  needed  to  review  the  proposal 
and  to  prepare  comprehensive  and  useful 
comments.  Moreover,  the  extension  will 
not  materially  delay  the  proposed  rule 
making. 

3.  It  appears  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  granting  the  ad¬ 
ditional  one  month  period  to  afford  the 
petitioner  a  full  opportunity  for  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  presentation  of  its  views  to 
aid  the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

4.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  0.331  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  that  the  time  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  in  the  above  captioned  proceed¬ 
ing  is  EXTENDED  from  March  4,  1976 
to  April  5,  1976,  and  the  time  for  filing 
reply  comments  is  extended  until  April 
19.  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  seal]  Charles  A.  Higginbotham, 

Chief,  Safety  and  Special 
Radio  Services  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.76-6793  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[  16  CFR  Part  454  ] 

ADVERTISING  AND  LABELING  OF 
PROTEIN  SUPPLEMENTS 

Final  Notice  of  Proposed  Trade 

Regulation  Rule 

On  September  5,  1975,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40 
F.R.  41144)  an  Initial  Notice  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  trade  regulation  rule  concerning 
the  advertising  and  labeling  of  protein 
supplements  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  as  amended,  15 
U.S.C.  41,  et  seq.,  the  provisions  of  Part 
1,  Subpart  B  of  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
cedures  and  rules  of  practice,  16  CFR 
1.7,  et  seq.,  and  553  of  Subchapter  n, 


Chapter  5,  Title  5  of  the  U.S.  Code 
(Administrative  Procedure). 

Now,  pursuant  to  the  same  authority 
and  more  specifically  to  the  authority  of 
S  1.12  of  the  Commission’s  procedures 
and  rules  of  practice  (hereinafter  “Rules 
of  Practice”)  the  undersigned  duly  ap¬ 
pointed  Presiding  Officer  for  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  hereby  gives  Final  Notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking,  Incorporating  by  ref¬ 
erence  the  contents  of  the  Initial  Notice 
described  above,  including  the  proposed 
rule  contained  therein. 

Written  Comments 

All  interested  persons  are  hereby  noti¬ 
fied  that  they  may  continue  to  submit 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  on  any 
issue  of  fact,  law,  policy  or  discretion 
which  may  have  some  bearing  upon  the 
proposed  rule.  Such  comments  should  be 
submitted  to  C.  W.  Keller,  Presiding  Of¬ 
ficer,  Federal  Trade  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20580,  no  later  than  April  9, 
1976.  To  assure  prompt  consideration 
comments  should  be  identified  as  "Pro¬ 
tein  Supplement  Comment”  and  sub¬ 
mitted,  when  feasible  and  not  burden¬ 
some,  in  five  copies.  Comments  previously 
submitted  in  response  to  the  Initial 
Notice  have  been  placed  in  the  public 
record  and  need  not  be  resubmitted. 

Public  Hearings:  Dates  and  Places 

Notice  is  also  given  that  public  hear¬ 
ings  on  the  proposed  rule  will  be  held  at 
the  locations  set  forth  below,  commenc¬ 
ing  on  the  dates  and  times  specified  at 
each  location: 

1.  Public  hearings  will  begin  on  May 
10,  1976,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  Los  Angeles, 
California : 

Room  13209,  Federal  Building,  11000  Wll- 
shire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Persons  desiring  to  present  their  views 
orally  in  Los  Angeles  should  so  inform 
the  Commission’s  representative  listed 
below  not  later  than  April  30,  1976: 

Kenneth  H.  Donney,  [(213)  824-7575],  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission,  13209  Federal 
Building,  11000  WUshlre  Boulevard,  Los 
Angeles,  California  90024. 

2.  Public  hearings  will  begin  on  July  12, 
1976,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  Boston,  Massachu¬ 
setts: 

Executive  Dining  Room  (Room  E-226),  John 
Fitzgerald  Kennedy  Federal  Building,  Gov¬ 
ernment  Center,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 

Persons  desiring  to  present  their  views 
orally  in  Boston  should  so  inform  the 
Commission’s  representative  listed  below 
not  later  than  June  21, 1976: 

David  Keniry  [(617)  223-6621],  Room  1301, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  150  Causeway 
Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02114. 

3.  Public  hearings  will  begin  on  Sep¬ 
tember  13, 1976  at  9:30  a.m.  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. : 

Room  332,  Federal  Trade  Commission  Budd¬ 
ing,  Pennsylvania  Avenue  at  6th  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Persons  desiring  to  present  their  views 
orally  in  Washington  should  so  inform 
the  Commission’s  representative  listed 
below  not  later  than  August  23,  1976: 


Jacqueline  R.  Schmitt,  [(202)  254-7663], 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  2120  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20037. 

4.  Public  hearings  will  begin  on  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1976,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  California: 

Room  15018,  Federal  Building,  450  Golden 
Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California. 

Persons  desiring  to  present  their  views 
orally  in  San  Francisco  should  so  inform 
the  Commission’s  representative  listed 
below  not  later  than  September  27,  1976: 

George  Gregores  ((415)  656-1270),  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  450  Golden  Gate  Ave¬ 
nue,  San  Francisco,  California  94102. 

Additional  hearing  dates  or  sites  may 
be  designated  and  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  at  a  later  date  by  the 
Presiding  Officer  if  additional  hearings 
are  needed  in  order  to  permit  oral  pres¬ 
entations  by  interested  parties. 

Instructions  for  Witnesses 

All  prospective  witnesses  are  advised 
that  reasonable  limitations  upon  the 
length  of  time  allotted  to  any  person  may 
be  imposed  and  that  these  time  periods 
may  vary  from  witness  to  witness,  de¬ 
pending  upon  all  the  circumstances,  in¬ 
cluding  the  needs  of  each  witness,  the 
complexity  of  the  expected  testimony, 
the  number  of  parties  represented  by 
each  witness  and  the  cumulative  nature 
of  expected  testimony.  Witnesses  will  be 
expected  to  stay  within  the  time  allotted 
for  their  remarks,  and  the  Presiding  Of¬ 
ficer  may  allocate  additional  time  for 
questioning.  Individual  members  of  in¬ 
terested  groups  are  encouraged  to  make 
their  views  known  through  group  rep¬ 
resentatives,  to  the  extent  that  indi¬ 
vidual  views  are  not  thereby  limited.  As 
a  general  rule,  witnesses  are  expected  to 
confine  their  remarks  to  twenty  minutes 
or  less,  unless  an  exception  has  been 
made,  and  to  develop  their  testimony  at 
greater  length  through  their  written  sub¬ 
missions.  Each  witness  is  entitled  to  tes¬ 
tify  at  only  one  hearing  location. 

Persons  wishing  to  deliver  prepared 
statements  are  required  to  file  such  state¬ 
ments  with  the  designated  Commission 
representative  listed  above  no  later  than 
April  30,  1976,  for  those  witnesses  ap¬ 
pearing  in  Los  Angeles;  no  later  than 
June  21,  1976,  for  those  witnesses  ap¬ 
pearing  in  Boston;  no  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1976,  for  those  witnesses  ap¬ 
pearing  in  Washington;  and  not  later 
than  September  27,  1976,  for  those  wit¬ 
nesses  appearing  in  San  Francisco. 

If  at  all  possible,  witnesses  should  fur¬ 
nish  five  copies  of  their  statements.  Any 
witness  not  intending  to  deliver  a  state¬ 
ment  fully  prepared  in  advance  is  re¬ 
quired  to  file  with  the  designated  Com¬ 
mission  representative  (by  the  same  date 
set  forth  above  for  the  filing  of  written 
statements  at  the  location  where  he  ex¬ 
pects  to  appear)  a  written  comprehen¬ 
sive  outline  explaining  the  nature  of  his 
expected  testimony  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  a  statement  of  each  important 
fact,  observation,  conclusion,  or  opinion 
he  anticipates  presenting. 
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Advance  submittal  of  statements  and 
exhibits  is  required  to  apprise  other  in¬ 
terested  parties  of  expected  testimony  so 
they  may  determine  the  need  for  exami¬ 
nation,  including  cross-examination,  or 
rebuttal  submissions.  Such  submittals 
will  be  made  available  for  viewing  by 
the  Commission  representatives  desig¬ 
nated  above  at  the  location  where  the 
witness  intends  to  appear  and  will  also  be 
placed  on  the  public  record  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

The  Presiding  Officer  retains  the  dis¬ 
cretion  to  require  that  the  full  text  of 
any  oral  presentation  be  submitted  in 
writing  in  advance  of  presentation  and 
to  deny  the  right  to  present  oral  testi¬ 
mony  to  any  person  who  fails  to  file  an 
appropriate  statement  or  comply  with 
the  advance  notification  requirements  of 
tills  Notice. 

A  prospective  witness  who  plans  to  in¬ 
troduce  documents  or  other  written  evi¬ 
dence  as  exhibits  to  his  statement  must 
furnish  such  documents  or  written  evi¬ 
dence,  properly  identified  with  the  wit¬ 
ness’  name  and  sequential  number  (i.e., 
Johnson  Exhibit  1),  by  the  same  dates 
set  out  above  for  the  filing  of  expected 
testimony,  depending  on  the  location  at 
which  the  witness  intends  to  appear,  un¬ 
less  for  good  cause  shown  he  can  demon¬ 
strate  why  the  exhibit  could  not  be 
timely  submitted.  The  use  of  exhibits  in 
connection  with  oral  testimony  is  en¬ 
couraged,  especially  when  such  exhibits 
serve  to  clarify  technical  or  complex 
presentations.  Use  of  exhibits  should  not, 
however,  be  considered  as  a  substitute 
for  timely  submission  of  written  data 
and  arguments  during  the  general  writ¬ 
ten  comment  period,  which  closes  April 
9,  1976.  The  Presiding  Officer  reserves 
the  right  to  exclude  exhibits  presented 
in  the  course  of  oral  testimony  if,  in  his 
judgment,  such  exhibits  were  available 
prior  to  the  close  of  the  general  com¬ 
ment  period  and  were  susceptible  of  sub¬ 
mission  during  that  period. 

All  prospective  witnesses  may  direct 
their  statements  toward  any  question  of 
fact,  law,  policy  or  discretion  relevant 
to  the  proposed  rule  and,  in  this  regard, 
the  usual  rules  of  evidence  applicable 
to  litigated  proceedings  will  not  apply. 
However,  all  prospective  witnesses  are 
advised  that  to  the  extent  their  state¬ 
ments  may  bear  upon  any  of  the  desig¬ 
nated  Issues  set  forth  below,  or  which 
may  be  later  designated,  they  may  be 
subject  to  limited  cross-examination  as 
to  those  issues  by  representatives  of  other 
interested  parties,  as  designated  by  the 
Presiding  Officer  or  to  cross-examina¬ 
tion  by  the  Presiding  Officer  on  behalf 
of  such  parties,  or  to  direct  rebuttal  sub¬ 
missions.  All  witnesses  will  be  subject 
to  direct  examination  by  the  Presiding 
Officer  and,  subject  to  his  control,  to 
examination  by  such  interested  parties 
as  he  may  within  his  discretion  permit. 
Oral  presentations  will  not  be  under  oath 
unless  the  Presiding  Officer  expressly  so 
provides. 

Designated  Issues 

Set  forth  below  are  the  issues  which 
the  Presiding  Officer  has  determined  to 
designate  under  8 1.13(d)  (1)  of  the  rules 


of  practice  as  issues  to  be  considered 
in  accordance  with  §  1.13(d)  (5)  and  (6) 
of  the  rules  of  practice.  Pursuant  to  stat¬ 
ute  and  the  rules  of  practice,  testimony 
with  respect  to  these  issues  may  entitle 
designated  representatives  or  other  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  conduct  or  have  con¬ 
ducted  such  cross-examination  as  the 
Presiding  Officer  may  determine  to  be 
appropriate  and  required  for  a  full  and 
true  disclosure  with  respect  to  any  issue 
so  designated.  In  the  alternative,  the 
Presiding  Officer  may  determine  that  full 
and  true  disclosure  as  to  any  issue  may 
be  achieved  through  rebuttal  submissions 
or  the  presentation  of  additional  oral  or 
written  statements. 

The  Presiding  Officer  may  at  any  time 
on  his  own  motion  or  pursuant  to  a  writ¬ 
ten  petition  by  an  in  terested  party,  add 
to  or  modify  any  issues  listed.  No  such 
petition  shall  be  considered  unless  good 
cause  is  shown  why  such  issue  was  not 
proposed  during  the  time  specified  in 
the  Initial  Notice  and  subsequent  exten¬ 
sion  of  time. 

Interested  persons  who  desire  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  procedures  described 
above  with  respect  to  designated  issues 
must  notify  the  Presiding  Officer  by 
April  9,  1976,  in  writing,  of  their  par¬ 
ticular  interest  with  respect  to  each  issue 
designated,  including  a  general  state¬ 
ment  of  their  position  with  respect  to 
each  such  issue.  In  the  event  new  issues 
are  added  interested  persons  must 
prompty  notify  the  Presiding  Officer  of 
their  particular  interest  with  respect  to 
each  such  issue,  in  the  same  manner. 
Requests  to  examine,  including  cross- 
examine,  or  to  present  rebuttal  submis¬ 
sions,  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  specific 
justification  therefor. 

Before  the  hearings  begin,  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer  will  identify  groups  of  persons 
with  the  same  or  similar  interests  in  the 
proceeding.  Such  groups  will  be  required 
to  select  a  single  representative  for  the 
purpose  of  examination,  Including  cross- 
examination  and.  If  unable  to  agree,  the 
Presiding  Officer  may  select  a  represen¬ 
tative  of  each  such  group.  Any  member 
of  a  group  who  is  unable  to  agree  upon 
group  representation  after  a  good  faith 
effort  to  do  so,  and  who  seeks  to  present 
substantial  and  relevant  issues  which  will 
not  be  adequaely  presented  by  the  group 
representative,  may  be  allowed  to  con¬ 
duct  or  have  conducted  any  examina¬ 
tion,  including  cross-examination,  or  re¬ 
buttal  submissions,  to  which  he  is  entitled 
on  issues  designated  for  consideration  in 
accordance  with  this  Notice. 

Designated  Issues  Under  8  1.13(d)  (1) 

1.  The  circumstances  under  which  the 
use  of  concentrated  protein  supplements 
without  medical  supervision  poses  sub¬ 
stantial  risks  to  the  health  of  (a)  in¬ 
fants,  (b)  young  children,  (c)  persons 
with  liver  or  kidney  disorders  and  (d) 
other  users. 

2.  The  level  of  protein  concentration,  if 
any,  at  which  substantial  health  risks 
arise  from  the  use  of  protein  supple¬ 
ments  by  the  classes  of  persons  named 
above,  without  medical  supervision. 

3.  The  protein  requirement  of  most 
Americans. 


4.  Whether  the  average  American  diet 
meets  the  protein  requirements  of  most 
Americans. 

5.  The  significant  nutritional  benefits, 
if  any,  for  most  Americans  from  the  use 
of  protein  supplements. 

6.  (a)  The  depletion  of  protein  caused 
by  strenuous  activity  compared  to  ordi¬ 
nary  physical  activity  and  (b)  the  in¬ 
creased  need  for  protein,  if  any,  for  phys¬ 
ical  activity  of  any  kind,  particularly  by 
athletes,  children  or  active  individuals. 

7.  The  improvement  or  increase,  if  any, 
from  consumption  of  protein  beyond  the 
Recommended  Dietary  Allowance,  in  the 
level  of  performance  of  persons  engaged 
in  athletics  or  strenuous  physical  labor. 

8.  The  benefits,  if  any,  from  the  con¬ 
sumption  of  protein  for  weight  reduc¬ 
tion  purposes. 

9.  (a)  The  degree  to  which  the  “food 
energy’’  value  of  protein  is  derived  from 
its  caloric  content,  (b)  The  degree  to 
which  the  protein  contribution  to  a  per¬ 
son’s  vigor,  energy,  alertness,  strength  or 
endurance  is  dependent  upon  the  caloric 
content  of  protein. 

The  Commission  also  specifically  in¬ 
vites  comment  and  discussion  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  questions.  These  are  not  des¬ 
ignated  issues. 

1.  The  need,  if  any,  for  alternate  lan¬ 
guage  for  the  disclosure  statements  man¬ 
dated  by  88  454.8,  454.9,  454.10(a)(2), 
454.13(b)  and  454.14(c)  of  the  proposed 
rule. 

2.  What  constitutes  “clear  and  con¬ 
spicuous”  disclosure  in  the  context  of 
this  proposal?  Consideration  should  in¬ 
clude,  but  not  be  limited  to,  type,  size, 
style  and  color  (contrast  to  background » 
and  the  location  and  placement  of  the 
disclosure  (e.g.,  front  or  reverse  of  label  > . 

Summary  op  Closing  Dates 

1.  Notification  of  interest;  April  9, 
1976. 

2.  All  written  comments;  April  9, 1976. 

3.  Witnesses’  prepared  statements  (or 
comprehensive  summaries)  and  exhib¬ 
its  for: 

(a)  Loe  Angeles  hearing — April  30,  1976: 

(b)  Boston  hearing — June  21,  1976; 

(c)  Washington,  D.C.  hearing — August  23. 
1976: 

(d)  San  Francisco  hearing — September  27. 
1976. 

Summary  of  Hearing  Dates 

1.  Los  Angeles,  Calif. — May  10,  1976. 

2.  Boston,  Mass. — July  12,  1976. 

3.  Washington,  D.C. — September  13,  1976. 

4.  San  Francisco,  Calif. — October  18,  1976. 

Issued  March  5, 1976. 

Christopher  W.  Keller, 
Presiding  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-6818  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am  I 

[  16  CFR  Part  455  ] 

DISCLOSURE  AND  OTHER  REGULATIONS 

CONCERNING  THE  SALE  OF  USED 

MOTOR  VEHICLES 

Extension  of  Time  To  Propose  Disputed  Is¬ 
sues  of  Fact  Regarding  Proposed  Trade 

Regulation  Rules 

Notice  of  a  proposed  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  including  the  text  of  and  a  state- 
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Ment  of  reason  for  the  proposed  rules 
concerning  sale  of  used  motor  vehicles 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  6.  1976  (41  FR  1089) .  The  No¬ 
tice  also  included  an  invitation  to  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  propose  disputed  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  regarding  the  proposed  rules. 

The  Presiding  Officer,  in  response  to 
petitions  on  behalf  of  two  associations, 
has  determined,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  of  §  1.13(c)(1)  of  the  Commission’s 
Procedures  and  Rules  of  Practice,  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  time  for  proposing  disputed  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  for  a  period  of  ninety  days 
beyond  the  original  closing  date  of 
March  8, 1976.  Accordingly,  the  record  in 
this  matter  will  remain  open  until  no 
later  than  June  7, 1976,  for  the  receipt  of 
such  proposed  disputed  issues  which 
should  be  submitted  to  James  P. 
Greenan,  Presiding  Officer,  Office  of 
the  Special  Assistant  Director  for  Rule- 
making,  Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

Written  comments  concerning  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  other  than  pro¬ 
posals  identifying  disputed  issues  of  fact 
will  as  previously  announced  be  accepted 
until  forty-five  days  before  commence¬ 
ment  of  public  hearings  which  are  to  be 
scheduled  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  a  later  date. 

Issued:  March  5, 1976. 

James  P.  Greenan, 
Presiding  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-6789  Filed  8-9-76:8:45  ami 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 
[  13  CFR  Part  113  ] 

FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 
Nondiscrimination  Requirements 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Small 
Business  Administration  proposes  to 


amend  its  nondiscrimination  require¬ 
ments  in  13  CFR  Part  113.  Interested 
parties  are  hereby  given  until  [30  days 
from  publication  date)  In  which  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment.  Please  send  comments  to 
the  Compliance  Division,  Room  326, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  “L” 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

Lenders  eligible  to  participate  in  loans 
with  SBA  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of 
S  120.4  (13  CFR  Part  120)  are  subject 
to  the  nondiscrimination  requirements 
of  other  Federal  authorities.  Lenders 
eligible  to  participate  with  SBA  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (b)  of  S  120.4  are  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  supervision  by  other  Federal  au¬ 
thorities,  but  they  agree  to  operate  in 
accordance  with  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  by  SBA.  This  proposed  amendment 
will  subject  such  paragraph  (b)  lenders 
to  SBA’s  nondiscrimination  regulation. 

Accordingly,  Part  113  of  Chapter  I  of 
Title  13  CFR  is  hereby  amended  by: 

Amending  §  113.2(b)  to  add  the  fol¬ 
lowing  sentence  at  the  end  of  that  para¬ 
graph: 

§  113.2  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  *  •  *  For  the  purposes  of  this 
part,  a  Subsection  (b)  lender  (13  CFR 
120.4(b) )  shall  be  deemed  a  recipient  of 
financial  assistance. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Dated:  February  6, 1976. 

Louis  F.  Laun, 

( Acting )  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76  6729  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


[  13  CFR  Part  120  ] 

BUSINESS  LOAN  POLICY 
Nondiscrimination  Requirements 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA)  proposes  to  amend  its  Business 


Loan  Policy  Regulations  to  provide  no¬ 
tice  to  lending  institutions  eligible  to 
participate  in  loans  with  SBA  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (b)  of  S  120.4  (13  CFR  Part 
120)  that  they  and  their  borrowers  are 
subject  to  SBA’s  nondiscrimination  reg¬ 
ulations.  This  proposed  amendment  is 
advisory  and  is  intended  especially  to  call 
attention  to  the  new  provisions  of  S  113.2 
(b)  (13  CFR  Part  120),  which  state  that 
a  Subsection  (b)  Lender  shall  be  deemed 
a  recipient  of  financial  assistance  from 
SBA  for  purposes  of  the  nondiscrimina¬ 
tion  regulations. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment,  consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
comments  that  are  submitted  in  writing, 
in  triplicate,  to  the  Associate  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Finance  and  Investment,  Small 
Business  Administration,  1441  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  9, 1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  72  Stat. 
387,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  636,  sec.  5, 
72  Stat.  385,  15  UJS.C.  634,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  Part  120  of  Chapter  I  of  Title 
13  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by 
adding  the  following  new  paragraph  (b) 
(10)  to  8  120.5: 

§  120.5  Operations  of  eligible  partiei- 
pant*. 

*  *  •  #  + 

(b)  Special  requirements  applicable  to 
Subsection  (b)  Lenders.  •  •  * 

(10)  Nondiscrimination.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Subsection 
113.2(b)  of  Parts  113  of  this  chapter, 
Subsection  (b)  Lenders  and  their  bor¬ 
rowers  are  subject  to  SBA’s  nondiscrimi¬ 
nation  regulations,  as  set  forth  In  said 
Part  113. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
grams  No.  59.012,  Small  Business  Loans) 

Dated:  March  3,  1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-6730  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Customs  Service 
[T.D.  76-711 

ASSESSMENT  OF  COUNTERVAILING 

DUTIES  ON  CERTAIN  CONSUMER  ELEC¬ 
TRONIC  PRODUCTS  FROM  JAPAN 

Petition  Filed  by  American  Manufacturer, 
Producer  or  Wholesaler 

On  January  7,  1976,  a  "Pinal  Counter¬ 
vailing  Duty  Determination”  in  the  case 
of  Certain  Consumer  Electronic  Products 
from  Japan  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  41  FR  1298.  The  determination 
stated  that  “a  final  determination  is 
hereby  made,  *  *  *  no  bounty  or  grant 
is  being  paid  or  bestowed,  directly  or 
indirectly,  within  the  meaning  of  section 
303,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1303),  upon  the  manufacturer 
Isicl,  production,  or  exportation  of  cer¬ 
tain  consumer  electronic  products  from 
Japan."  The  complaint  which  led  to  this 
determination  was  filed  with  the  Customs 
Service  on  April  3, 1970. 

On  January  28,  1976,  notification  was 
received  by  the  Department  that  Zenith 
Radio  Corporation,  an  American  manu¬ 
facturer  of  certain  consumer  electronic 
products,  desires  to  contest  the  above- 
noted  negative  determination. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  516(d),  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19 
U.S.C.  1516(d)),  publication  is  hereby 
made  of  the  fact  that  the  necessary  no¬ 
tice  has  been  received  that  an  American 
manufacturer  desires  to  contest  the  de¬ 
termination  that  a  bounty  or  grant  Is 
not  being  bestowed,  within  the  meaning 
of  section  303,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303),  on  certain 
consumer  electronic  products  from 
Japan. 

Leonard  Lehman, 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  February  27, 1976 

James  J.  Featherstone, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

I  PR  Doc  .76-6701  Piled  3-9-76;  8: 46  am] 


[TX>.  76-76] 

ASSESSMENT  OF  COUNTERVAILING 
DUTIES  ON  FERROCHROME  FROM 
SOUTH  AFRICA 

Petition  Filed  by  American  Manufacturer, 
Producer  or  Wholesaler 

On  January  7, 1976,  a  “Final  Counter¬ 
vailing  Duty  Determination”  in  the  case 
of  Ferrochrome  from  South  Africa  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  41 


FR  1298.  The  determination  stated  that 
“it  is  hereby  determined  that  no  bounties 
or  grants  are  being  paid  or  bestowed,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  within  the  meaning 
of  section  303  of  the  Act,  upon  the  manu¬ 
facture,  production  or  exportation  of 
ferrochrome  from  South  Africa.”  The 
complaint  which  led  to  this  determina¬ 
tion  was  filed  with  the  Customs  Service 
on  April  19,  1974. 

On  January  30,  1976,  notification  was 
received  by  the  Department  that  Airco, 
Inc.,  an  American  manufacturer  of  ferro¬ 
chrome,  desires  to  contest  the  above- 
noted  negative  determination  before  the 
United  States  Customs  Court. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  516(d),  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19 
U.S.C.  1516(d)),  publication  is  hereby 
made  of  the  fact  that  the  necessary 
notice  has  been  received  that  an  Amer¬ 
ican  manufacturer  desires  to  contest  the 
determination  that  a  bounty  or  grant  is 
not  being  bestowed,  within  the  meaning 
of  section  303,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303),  on  ferro¬ 
chrome  from  South  Africa. 

Leonard  Lehman, 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved : 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[PR  Doc.76-6706  Piled  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[T.D.  76-72] 

ASSESSMENT  OF  COUNTERVAILING 
DUTIES  ON  FLOAT  GLASS  FROM 
BELGIUM 

Petition  Filed  by  American  Manufacturer, 
Producer  or  Wholesaler 

On  January  7,  1976,  a  “Final  Counter¬ 
vailing  Duty  Determination”  in  the  case 
of  Float  Glass  from  Belgium  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  41  FR 
1299-1300.  The  determination  stated  that 
“it  is  hereby  determined  that  no  bounty 
or  grant  is  being  paid  or  bestowed,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  within  the  meaning 
of  section  303,  of  the  Act,  upon  the 
manufacture,  production  or  exporta¬ 
tion  of  float  glass  from  Belgium.”  The 
complaint  which  led  to  this  determi¬ 
nation  was  filed  with  the  Customs  Service 
on  May  31,  1974. 

On  January  28,  1976,  notification  was 
received  by  the  Department  that  ASG 
Industries,  Inc.,  PPG  Industries,  Inc., 
Libbey-Owens-Ford  Company,  and  C  E 
Glass,  all  American  manufacturers  of 
float  glass,  desire  to  contest  the  above- 


noted  negative  determination  before  the 
United  States  Customs  Court. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  516(d),  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19 
U.S.C.  1516(d)),  publication  is  hereby 
made  of  the  fact  that  the  necessary 
notice  has  been  received  that  an  Amer¬ 
ican  manufacturer  desires  to  contest  the 
determination  that  a  bounty  or  grant  is 
not  being  bestowed,  within  the  meaning 
of  section  303,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303),  on  float  glass 
from  Belgium. 

Leonard  Lehman, 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  March  1,  1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.76-6702  Piled  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[T.  D. 76-73] 

ASSESSMENT  OF  COUNTERVAILING 

DUTIES  ON  FLOAT  GLASS  FROM  THE 

UNITED  KINGDOM 

Petition  Filed  by  American  Manufacturer, 
Producer  or  Wholesaler 

On  December  22,  1975,  a  “Final 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination”  in 
the  case  of  Float  Glass  from  the  United 
Kingdom  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  40  FR  59227.  The  determina¬ 
tion  stated  that  “a  final  determination 
is  hereby  made,  that  *  *  *  no  bounty  or 
grant  is  being  paid  or  bestowed,  directly 
or  indirectly,  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  303,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  1303),  upon  the  manufacture, 
production  or  exportation  of  float  glass 
from  the  United  Kingdom.”  The  com¬ 
plaint  which  led  to  this  determination 
was  filed  with  the  Customs  Service  on 
May  31, 1974. 

On  January  21,  1976,  notification  was 
received  by  the  Department  that  ASG 
Industries,  Inc.,  PPG  Industries,  Inc., 
Libbey-Owens-Ford  Company,  and  C  E 
Glass,  all  American  manufacturers  of 
float  glass,  desire  to  contest  the  above- 
noted  negative  determination  before  the 
United  States  Customs  Court. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  516(d),  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19 
U.S.C.  1516(d)),  publication  is  hereby 
made  of  the  fact  that  the  necessary  no¬ 
tice  has  been  received  that  an  American 
manufacturer  desires  to  contest  the  de¬ 
termination  that  a  bounty  or  grant  is  not 
being  bestowed,  within  the  meaning  of 
section  303,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
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amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303) ,  on  float  glass 
from  the  United  Kingdom. 

Leonard  Lehman, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  March  1, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

March  1, 1976. 

I FR  Doc  76-6703  Filed  3-9-76:8  :45  am| 


[T.D.  76-74] 

ASSESSMENT  OF  COUNTERVAILING 

DUTIES  ON  FLOAT  GLASS  FROM  WEST 

GERMANY 

Petition  Filed  by  American  Manufacturer, 
Producer  or  Wholesaler 

On  January  7,  1976,  a  “Pinal 

Countervailing  Duty  Determination"  In 
the  case  of  Float  Glass  from  West  Ger¬ 
many  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  41  FR  1300.  The  determination 
stated  that  “it  is  hereby  determined  that 
no  bounty  or  grant  is  being  paid  or  be¬ 
stowed,  directly  or  indirectly,  within  the 
meaning  of  section  303,  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303),  upon 
the  manufacture,  production  or  exporta¬ 
tion  of  float  glass  from  West  Germany.” 
The  complaint  which  led  to  this  deter¬ 
mination  was  filed  with  the  Customs 
Service  on  May  31,  1974. 

On  January  28,  1976,  notification  was 
received  by  the  Department  that  ASG 
Industries,  Inc.,  PPG  Industries,  Inc., 
Libbey-Owens-Ford  Company,  and  C  E 
Glass,  all  American  manufacturers  of 
float  glass,  desire  to  contest  the  above- 
noted  negative  determination  before  the 
United  States  Customs  Court. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  516(d),  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19 
U.S.C.  1516(d)),  publication  is  hereby 
made  of  the  fact  that  the  necessary  no¬ 
tice  has  been  received  that  an  American 
manufacturer  desires  to  contest  the  de¬ 
termination  that  a  bounty  or  grant  is  not 
being  bestowed,  within  the  meaning  of 
section  303,  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303),  on  float  glass 
from  West  Germany. 

Leonard  Lehman, 
Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  March  1, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury. 

|  FR  Doc.76-6704  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

March  2, 1976. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Electro-Optics  Panel  will  hold  meetings 
on  March  29,  1976  from  8:30  a.m.  to 


5:00  p.m.  and  on  March  30,  1976  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  The  meetings  will 
be  held  both  days  at  the  Armament  De¬ 
velopment  and  Test  Center,  Eglin  AF 
Base,  FL. 

The  Panel  will  receive  classified  in¬ 
formational  briefings  on  the  Air  Force’s 
programs  for  terminal  guidance  tech¬ 
nology. 

The  meetings  concern  matters  listed 
in  section  552(b)  of  Title  5,  United 
States  Code,  specifically  subparagraph 
(1)  thereof,  and  accordingly  the  meet¬ 
ings  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
(202)  697-8845. 

James  L.  Elmer, 

Major,  USAF,  Executive, 
Directorate  of  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.76-6810  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  *.m.| 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

|  Docket  No.  76F-0040J 

ABBOTT  LABORATORIES 
Filing  of  Petition  for  Food  Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  6B3140),  has  been  filed  by  Abbott 
Laboratories,  North  Chicago,  IL  60064, 
proposing  that  §  121.2520.  Adhesives  (21 
CFR  121.2520)  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  diiodomethyl  p-tolyl  sul- 
fone  as  a  component  of  food-packaging 
adhesives. 

The  environmental  impact  analysis  re¬ 
port  and  other  relevant  material  have 
been  reviewed,  and  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  proposed  use  of  the  ad¬ 
ditive  will  not  have  a  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact.  Copies  of  the  environ¬ 
mental  impact  analysis  report  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Public  Affairs,  Rm.  15B-42 
or  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65, 5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852,  dur¬ 
ing  working  hours,  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day. 

Dated:  March 2, 1976. 

Howard  R.  Roberts, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc  76  6739  Filed  3-9-76:8  45  am] 


|  Docket  No.  76F-0065 1 

DOW  CHEMICAL  U.S.A. 

Filing  of  Petition  for  Food  Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  6B3183)  has  been  filed  by  Dow 
Chemical  U.S.A.,  P.O.  Box  1706,  Midland. 
MI  48640,  proposing  that  §  121.2520  Ad¬ 
hesives  (21  CFR  121.2520)  be  amended 
to  provide  for  safe  use  of  polyfstyrene- 


disodium  maleate-(a-(p-nonylphenyl>  - 
co  -  (vinylbenzyl)  polyoxyethylene  Iter  - 
polymer  as  an  Ingredient  of  adhesives 
which  may  be  used  as  components  of  ar¬ 
ticles  Intended  for  food  contact  applica¬ 
tions. 

The  environmental  impact  analysis  re¬ 
port  and  other  relevant  material  have 
been  reviewed,  and  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  proposed  use  of  the  ad¬ 
ditive  will  not  have  a  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact.  Copies  of  the  environ¬ 
mental  impact  analysis  report  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Public  Affairs,  Rm.  15B-42 
or  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20852,  dur¬ 
ing  working  hours,  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day. 

Dated:  March  2, 1976. 

Howard  R.  Roberts, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|  FR  Doc.76-6740  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 


Office  of  Education 

WOMEN’S  EDUCATIONAL  EQUITY  ACT 
PROGRAM 

Closing  Dates  for  Small  Grant  and  General 
Grant  Applications 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  Section  408  of  the  Education  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1974  (  20  U.S.C.  1866),  notice 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
February  12,  1976  (41  FR  6308)  estab¬ 
lishing  a  closing  date  for  the  submission 
of  preapplic&tions  for  general  grant 
awards  to  promote  educational  equity  for 
women  under  45  CFR  160L12. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  (A)  a  closing  date  for  the  submission 
of  applications  for  small  grants,  not  to 
exceed  $15,000  each,  under  45  CFR  160f  - 
13  and  (B)  a  closing  date  for  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  full  applications  for  the  gen¬ 
eral  grant  awards  under  45  CFR  160f  .l2 
following  the  preapplication  process. 

A.  Small  grant  applications.  Applica¬ 
tions  for  small  grant  awards  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  on 
or  before  April  16,  1976.  Preapplications 
are  not  requested  for  the  small  grants. 

B.  General  grant  applications.  Appli¬ 
cations  for  general  grant  awards  must  be 
received  by  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
on  or  before  May  26,  1976. 

C.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  (for  either  a  small  grant  or  a  gen¬ 
eral  grant)  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  Grant  and  Procurement  Manage¬ 
ment  Division,  Application  Control  Cen¬ 
ter,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20202,  Attention:  13.565.  An 
application  sent  by  mail  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  received  on  time  by  the 
Application  Control  Center  if : 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  no  later  than 
April  11,  1976,  with  respect  to  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  small  grant  award,  or  May 
21,  1976,  with  respect  to  an  application 
for  a  general  grant  award,  as  evidenced 
by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service  postmark  on 
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the  wrapper  or  envelope,  or  on  the  orig¬ 
inal  receipt  from  the  U.8.  Postal  Service; 
or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  applicable  closing  date  by 
either  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of 
Education  mail  rooms  in  Washington, 

D.C.  In  establishing  the  date  of  receipt, 
the  Commissioner  will  rely  on  the  time- 
date  stamp  of  such  mail  rooms  or  other 
documentary  evidence  of  receipt  main¬ 
tained  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office 
of  Education. 

D.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  (for  either  a  small  grant  or  a 
general  grant)  to  be  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and 
D  Streets,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.  Washington,  D.C.  time  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal  holidays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4:00  p.m.  on  the  applicable  closing  dates. 

E.  State  comment.  Concurrently  with 
the  submission  of  its  application  to  the 
Commissioner,  a  local  educational  agency 
(LEA)  must  provide  a  copy  of  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  the  State  educational  agency  of 
the  State  in  which  the  LEA  is  located. 
For  verification  of  submission  to  the  SEA, 
the  LEA  applicant  must  enclose  in  its 
application  to  the  Commissioner  a  copy 
of  the  dated  cover  letter  used  to  forward 
a  copy  of  its  application  to  the  SEA.  A 
SEA  wishing  to  submit  advice  and  com¬ 
ment  on  any  LEA  application  originating 
within  its  State  may  do  so  by  forwarding 
such  advice  and  comment  to  the  Wom¬ 
en’s  Program  Staff,  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Room  3121,  400  Maryland  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Advice  and 
comments  received  from  SEA’s  no  later 
than  April  30, 1976  respecting  LEA  appli¬ 
cations  for  small  grants  or  no  later  than 
June  9,  1976  respecting  LEA  applications 
for  general  grants,  will  be  considered  in 
reviewing  such  applications. 

F.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  application  forms  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Women's  Program 
Staff,  U.S.  Office  of  Education  (see  ad¬ 
dress  under  paragraph  E  above) . 

G.  Applicable  regulations.  The  regu¬ 
lations  applicable  to  this  program  Include 
the  Office  of  Education  General  Provi¬ 
sions  Regulations  (45  CFR  Part  100a) 
and  the  Women’s  Educational  Equity  Act 
regulations  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  12,  1976  (41  FR 
6436). 

(20  U.S.C.  1866) 

Dated:  March 3,  1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.565;  Women's  Educational  Equity 
Act  Program) 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

|FR  Doc .76-6700  Filed  3-9  76:8:45  am] 


Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service 

GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR  PUBLIC 
ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Revocation  of  Recommended  Standards  for 
Judicial  Review  of  Reconsideration  of 
Disallowances 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rec¬ 
ommended  Standards  for  Judicial  Re¬ 
view  enunciated  by  the  Acting  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ice  on  Wednesday,  February  11,  1976  (41 
FR  6115)  are  revoked.  Since  publication 
of  the  Notice,  the  Service  has  become 
aware  that  the  position  the  Government 
is  taking  in  the  course  of  current  litiga¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  jurisdiction  is  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  standards  enunciated  in 
the  Notice. 


Accordingly,  the  Service  hereby  re¬ 
vokes  that  Notice 

Dated:  March  4,  1976. 

Don  I.  Wortman. 

Acting  Administrator . 
Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

[FR  Doc  76-6805  Filed  3-9-76;  8:45am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205). 

Applicant.  Mrs.  Erma  J.  Fisk,  17101 
SW  284  Street,  Homestead.  Florida  33030. 


QMQ  NC  43 -Rif  TO 


DCFARTWENT  Of  THE  MTEMOR 

I  S.  FISM  AM  WIIHIFC  tlUKl 

\ 

rED£,Al  FISM  a*  wllDUfE 

LICENSE /PERMIT  APPLICATION 

1.  APPLICATION  row  «•*.<*<•  mmty 

j  IMPORT  OW  EXPORT  LICENSE  |  y  |  PC»WoiT 

i-  GRiEF  DESCRIPTION  Qf  ACTIVITY  FOR  WHICH  REOutSTEO  L'CEnSC 

OR  PCfMMT  IS  NCEOCO. 

Bending  Brown  Pelicen,  end  oce- 
Psionei  other  speees  -  see 
etteehed  sheets. 

1  APPLICANT.  (*••«,  eomp >•••  |Am«  «*«A«r  of 

ot  •■•Iifv'io*  »ou  *AicA  *«'•  |«  lafuftKrj 

Ernie  J.  Fisk  3*n--57a.freO 

17101  S  V/  284  St,  HgTicatecfl 

_ Fie.  33030 

South  Orleans,  Mess.  02^62 
-  3S-S-- 

A.  IF  "APPLICANT  IS  AN  INDIVIDUAL.  COMPLETE  ThE  FOLLOWING. 

5.  IF  "APPLICANT”  IS  A  BUSINESS.  CORPORATION.  PUBLIC  AGENCY. 

OR  INSTITUTION.  COMPLETE  TME>OCLOW»NG: 

□  C)MI« 

- 

►c— 

Z 

PLIGHT 

140 

EXPLAIN  TYPE  OR  AINO  OF  BUSINESS.  AGENCY.  OR  INSTITUTION 

OATE  or  BiRTH 

Aug.  4,  1905 

COLOR  HAiR 

Grey 

COLOR  IYLS 

Grey 

Phone  NUMBt.fl  WHERE  EMPuOvtO 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMB*  R 

578-80-8411 

OCCUPATION 

Annteur  ornithology  did ow 

Any  BUSINESS.  AGENCY.  OP  INSTITUTIONAL  AFFILIATION  HAVING 

TO  DO  WITH  THE  W1LOLIFE  TO  BE  COVEREO  BY  THIS  LICENSE/PE RMt T 

US  j?«S :.V,  JJetionnl  Audubon  Kesenrc 
Dept.  Onpc  Cod  IJet'l  Seashore, 
Everglrdes  NPerk 

NAME  TITLE.  AND  PwONE  NUMBER  OF  PRESIDENT.  PRINCIPAL 

OFFICER.  DIRECTOR.  ETC. 

l 

ir  ’  APPLICANT"  IS  A  CORPORATION.  INDICATE  STATE  IN  WHICH 
INCORPORATED 

A.  LOCATION  WHERE  PNOPOSEO  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONOUCTEO 

Homes tend,  Florida,  Crpc  Cod 
Mess,  co°stel  route  between 
these 

7.  OO  YOU  HOLD  ANY  CURRENTLY  VALID  FEOCRAL  FiSH  ANO 

WILDLIFE  LICENSE  OR  PEFB4IT*  QJ  YES  □  NO 

(II  ;m,  liaf  he caa«  a*  pml 

Bending:  7081 

Mirretorv  bird  4-sn-141 

*  IF  REOuiREO  BY  ANY  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT.  DO  YOU 

HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONDUCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 

PROPOSE?  Q  YES  Q  "O 

(II  •,  l*»f  /'aiRu ltor>»  »»d  >y  p*  •/  4o*»m*mt») 

S  CENT iFlEO  CHtCA  OB  MONEY  OROER  (,l  •pphfU*)  PAYABLE  TO 

THE  U.S  FISH  ANO  WILDLIFE  SERVICE  ENCLOSEO  IN  AMOUNT  OF 

.  ? 

10.  DCSIREO  EFFECTIVE  II.  DURATION  NEEDED 

.  OATC  a 

immediete  3/31/77 

li  ATTACHMENTS.  TH«  SPECIFIC  iNFOranATiON  REOUlREO  FOP  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSE/ PC  l*HT  RtOoCSTEO  fS««  W  CFR  t  J  !  JibU  MUST  f* 
ATTACHEO  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  Of  90  CFH  UNDER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ALE 

PROVIDED 

3 

CERTIFICATION 

1  HEREBY  CERTIFY  T»nV  1  HAVE  READ  AND  All  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  SO,  FART  13.  Of  TOE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  ANO  TOc  0TH£  R  APPLICABLE  FARTS  IN  IU6CMAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  1  OF  TITLE  SO.  AND  1  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  TOE  INFOR. 
RATION  SUBMITTED  k.  IMIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE,  PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  ANO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MY  K  HOWL  EDGE  AND  BELIEF. 

1  UNDERSTAND  THAI  ANY  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  TOE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  It  U.S.C  1001. 

signature  tim  mi)  out 

*200 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  48 — WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  10,  1976 


10238 


NOTICES 


Attachment  for  Application  PRT  2-46-07, 
13  Erma  J.  Fisk,  17101  SW  284  St.  Homestead 
Florida,  33030. 

17.21  (a)  (1)  To  aid  a  sick.  Injured  or  or¬ 
phaned  specimen.  (11)  Dispose  of  a  dead  spec¬ 
imen.  (Ill)  Salvage  a  dead  specimen  which 
may  be  useful  for  scientific  study. 

17.22  (1  and  2)  A  permit  to  band  Brown 
Pelican.  Pelecanua  occidentalis  Number,  age, 
sex  unknown.  In  the  wild,  Immediately  to  be 
returned  to  the  wild.  (3)  Brown  pelican 
are  taken  at  marinas  where  they  are  dally 
panhandlers  of  fishermen  cleaning  their 
catch.  They  are  taken  by  offering  fish  and 
catching  them  by  the  bill.  They  are  looked 
over  for  fish  books,  fishllnes.  Injuries  and 
deformities,  banded  and  Immediately  re¬ 
leased.  They  will  not  be  used,  maintained  or 
displayed  except  as  Interested  persons  may  be 
watching  the  above,  with  an  accompanying 
explanation  of  the  purposes  of  banding.  (6) 
(11)  I  do  not  have  any  technical  expertise 
except  that  of  experience.  I  have  raised  a 
barn  owl,  robins,  mockingbirds,  catbirds, 
blue  Jays,  orioles — and  lost  more  orphans 
than  I  succeeded  with.  I  have  temporarily 
cared  for  an  osprey,  owls,  hawks,  tern,  coot 
and  passerines.  (Ill)  I  doubt  I  am  qualified 
but  I  would  be  willing  to  participate  In  a 
cooperative  breeding  program  and  to  main¬ 
tain  and  contribute  date  to  a  studbook,  (lv) 
Birds  are  transported  In  grocery  cartons.  In 
the  caSe  of  pelican  the  body  Is  loosely  wound 
with  cloth  but  the  head  left  free.  They  are 
fed  mullett  or  smelt  before  transport,  or  on 
arrival,  and  have  access  to  water,  (v)  My 
only  mortality  with  an  Endangered  Species 


has  been  a  pelican  (Brown)  brought  to  me 
by  rangers  of  Everglades  National  Park  Jan. 
29,  1976  for  transport  to  the  veterinary  de¬ 
partment  at  Crandon  Park  Zoo,  Miami.  It 
was  brought  In  the  evening,  with  a  deep 
wound  In  the  breast,  and  was  found  dead 
early  the  next  morning.  The  body  was  given 
to  the  University  of  Miami  for  the  collection 
of  the  Department  of  Ornithology,  with 
which  I  occasionally  work.  Two  Injured 
pelican,  one  in  late  December  1975,  one  In 
January  1976  were  taken  br  me  from  a 
marina  at  Homestead  Bay  Front  Park  to  the 
above  zoo  for  treatment,  where  they  still  are. 
The  zoo  has  asked  me  to  arrange  with  the 
willing  personnel  of  the  marina  to  have  the 
birds  returned  (by  me)  to  that  area,  where 
they  can  be  given  supplementary  feeding  as 
necessary,  as  the  zoo  has  more  pelican  than 
they  feel  they  have  room  for.  One  bird  had  a 
torn  pouch,  since  healed,  and  a  broken  Jaw. 
The  other  had  a  foot  nearly  torn  off,  which 
was  to  be  amputated. 

6(1)  and  (iv)  Wildlife  necessarily  held 
due  to  being  Injured,  orphaned  or  In  trans¬ 
port  Is  kept  In  Homestead,  Florida  In  a  wire 
mesh  aviary  10x12x9'.  A  half  of  this  has  a 
cement  floor  and  is  roofed,  the  rest  Is  open 
with  a  dirt  floor,  a  mesh  roof,  and  shrubs, 
grass,  etc.  growing  In  It.  A  2x2'  water  facility 
Is  In  one  corner,  perches  go  across  the  cor¬ 
ners.  In  Massachusetts  a  wire  mesh  aviary  is 
approximately  8x4x8'  with  shrubs,  vines  over 
the  roof  and  water  supplied  In  basins  de¬ 
pending  on  the  species  of  bird  being  kept.  I 
have  no  photographs,  and  I’m  not  much  on 
drawing,  but  I'll  try. 


y: 

> , 

7  '  r* 

vi^rr  w 

f ’4 


<V  05*^ 


17.22  (8)  The  primary  purpose  of  my  ap¬ 
plication  to  to  handle  legally  birds  that  are 
brought  to  me  for  lack  of  any  one  else  with 
any  expertise.  (In  Massachusetts  the  Humane 
Society  also  brings  them  to  me)  My  sec¬ 
ondary  purpose  is  to  band  Brown  pelican, 
to  which  I  have  access  at  marinas  In  south¬ 
east  Florida.  I  have  friends  engaged  In  the 


study  of  pelican  who  feel  this  Is  desirable. 
I  am  prepared  to  keep  records  of  any  details 
or  behavior  they  request,  for  their  use.  I  hope 
the  above  statements  cover  my  situation.  It 
Is  difficult  to  be  explicit. 

Sincerely, 

Erma  J.  Fisk. 


ia  ' 


Y.C 

fcwv**'  r  vo*  Vv  ^ 


Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  during  normal  business  hours  at 
the  Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 


Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/IJE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of- 
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fiee  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  within 
30  days  of  the  date  of  publication  will 
be  considered. 

Dated:  March  3, 1976. 

Bertram  S.  Falbaum, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  V.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-€695  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


MARINE  MAMMAL  PERMIT 
Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  has  been 
received  under  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407) . 

Applicant.  Sea  World,  Inc.,  1720  So.  Shores 
Road,  San  Diego,  California  92109;  Lanny  H. 
Cornell,  B.S.,  D.V.M.,  Vice  President — Re- 
aearch/Veterinary  Husbandry  Corporate 
Curator  of  Mammals. 


OM8  MO 


*0 


DEPARTMENT  Of  THE  WTf 
I  S.  nsi  Ml  motif [  siavicc 


■I FEDCRAl  FISH  AN0  WLOUFE 
LICT  RSC  /PERMIT  APPLICATION 

■’*«>  wia’-''"' 


Sea  World,  Inc. 

1720  So.  Shores  Road 
San  Diego,  Ca.  92109 
(714)  222-6363 


«.  W  -AmJCANr  IS  AM  WOfVlOUAl.  COMPlCTC  TMC  rOLLO—l» 


Qmm  G-u 

Hat  Cop  iMm 


PMOMC  MUM— .ft  «Hl"t  t'APuOreO  SOCIAL  St  CUM.  TV  NUM4RLM 


OCCUPA  T  *OM 


C  LOCATION  MMtRt  WMMOU,  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  K  CONOUCTtO 

Pacific  coast  off  Monterey 
and  Santa  Cruz  counties,  Ca. 
and  Sea  World  in  San  Diego, 
Ca. 


APPLICATION  TON  (Mhm«  •"'t 


□ 


•POM  OH  CKPOMT  LiCCMSC 


.  ONICP  OCV-WPTlOH  OP  ACTIVITY  TON  WHICH  NLOUCSTCO  LICENSE. 

ON  PCIMT  ISMCCOCO. 

To  collect  three  (3)  female 
California  sea  otters  (Enhydra 
lutris)  at  area  specified  in 
Item  6;  transport  to  and  hold 
at  Sea  World,  San  Diego,  Ca. 
for  scientific  research  and 
public  display. 


fc  *P  ~AP*V»CAM1"  IS  A  NuSWKSS.  Cpftft©ftAY»ON.  ftU»L»C  AGCNCV. 
ON— STITUTION.  COMPLLTC  TmC  9  OLLOMiNb;* 

■  iDPLA-Tv'HfSNkTNC  or  ouvNtss,  aocncv,  on  institution 

Oceanarium  engaged  in  public 
display,  education  and  scienti* 
fic  research. 


NANC.  TITLE.  AMO  ftwONC  NtMMNOr  PNC  S'OTnT.  PNinCiNAc 

ornccn. wsectoo. oC. Lanny  II,  Cornell,  BS 
■*i  cc  rrcsidcuc-Rcacaxoii/Vecerinary 

IS  A  COMMON  A  Tio*.  IMOlCATt  STATE  IN  WHICH 


_ California _ 

?.  ©O  YOU  HOUJ  AMV  CUNNCMTLV  VAUO  M-DtNAv.  Fife*  AnO 
— LOLIFC  LICCMSC  ON  ftfc—S .Tl  X  VC4  Q  NO 

tit  ft*,  fell  iKrti.  «  permit  •••!«<  u 

Permit  No.  PRT  9-24-C 


IN*  STATE  ON  FONCIO*  GOVL—waF  .T  OO  YOU 
NAVE  TMC— APPNOVAC  TO  CONOvCT  ThC  ACTIVITY  YOU 
□  T«  H  NO 


DVM 

Huso 


•VC  M.  OuKMlt*.  NUDCO 

Until  9/1/78 

T  MLOtlLSTCO  I  Sr*  3*  Cfff  <J.f  JIN*  MUST 
TONAC  PANT  OF  TINS  APPLICATION.  LIST.  SECTIONS  OP  SO  CPN  UN  OCA  WHICH  ATT  AO— ITS  AT 

To  replace  three  T3T  California  sea  otters 


3/1/76 


X  ATTACMMUalS.  THC  VCCiFlC  MIM.IKW  ACOUIHLO  FOH  THR  TV  Ft  OF  LJCtNii/Pt- 
ATTACMCO.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AM  MIT 

pmovwtd.  Purpose 

(Enhydra  lutris  lutris)  taken  under  Federal  Fish  t  Wildlife 
[  Permit  No.  9-24-C.  Please  see  attachment s . 

comncjkTMi 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  KAO  AMO  Aa  FAMILIAR  WITH  THt  RCGULATIONT  CONTAINFO  IN  TITLE  X.  FART  I).  OF  THE  COO*  OF  FCOCRAL 
H  COL  ATIONS  AND  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IH  SUBCHAPTER  B  OP  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  SO.  AMO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFT  THAT  THE  MFOR. 
RATION  SUBAiVTf  0  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE.  PERaIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  Ri  KNORLEDCE  AMO  BELIEF. 
-  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  hi  HI  ih  RAT  SUBJECT  RE  TO  THE  CRI.IHAL  PENALTIES  OF  H  I#.  C.  1001. 


Under  date  of  September  12,  1975,  a  Notice 
was  published  In  the  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  42384 )  of  the  Issuance  of  a  permit  to  Sea 
World,  Inc.,  to  capture  five  California  sea 
otters  for  scientific  studies  and  public  dis¬ 
play.  The  permit  was  effective  September  4, 
1975;  expiration  date  September  1,  1978. 

January  22,  1976. 

The  Director  (FWS/LE) 

U.S.  Fish  a  Wildlife  Service 
P.O.  BOX  19183 
Washington,  D.C.  20036 
Dear  Six:  The  following  constitutes  a  re¬ 
port  of  Sea  World's  activities  conducted 


under  the  authority  of  Federal  Fish  &  Wild¬ 
life  Permit  Number  PRT  9-24-C. 

On  September  30,  1975,  officials  from  the 
California  Department  of  Fish  ft  Game,  with 
assistance  from  Sea  World  staff  members 
Howard  Long  and  Brian  Golden,  D.VM.  col¬ 
lected  three  (3)  female  California  Sea  Otters 
(Enhydra  lutris  lutris)  from  the  Monterey 
Bay  area.  The  animals  were  transported  from 
Monterey  to  San  Diego  via  chartered  aircraft. 
Upon  reaching  the  Sea  World  park  the  three 
new  animals  were  Immediately  placed  in  our 
main  sea  otter  pool  with  our  resident  ani¬ 
mals.  Both  the  collection  and  transportation 
of  these  animals  were  carried  out  smoothly 


and  without  complication.  The  animals 
were  assigned  the  numbers  SO-501,  SO-502, 
and  SO-503  In  order  to  facilitate  Identifica¬ 
tion  and  record-keeping. 

On  October  8,  1975,  female  number  SO-501 
gave  birth  to  a  stillborn  pup.  She  subse¬ 
quently  became  depressed  and  was  Isolated 
for  veterinary  examination  and  treatment. 
She  failed  to  improve  with  treatment  and 
expired  on  October  17,  1976. 

On  December  6,  1975  otter  number  SO-502 
suffered  a  rectal  prolapse,  exposing  the  last 
6  Inches  of  colon.  The  animal  was  removed 
and  the  veterinarian  manually  reinserted 
the  exposed  colon.  The  animal's  condition 
deteriorated  and  supportive  fluid  chemo¬ 
therapy  was  Initiated.  The  animal  failed  to 
respond  to  the  treatment  and  died  on  De¬ 
cember  8,  1975. 

The  third  otter,  number  SO-503,  was  seen 
by  an  observer  on  January  3,  1976  to  be  be¬ 
having  normally  at  6:00  a.m.  The  same  ob¬ 
server  discovered  the  animal  an  hour  later 
dead  In  the  main  pool,  apparently  drowned. 

Please  see  attached  necropsy  reports  for 
further  details  regarding  all  of  the  above- 
mentioned  animals.  If  further  Information  is 
desired,  please  contact  me  at  any  time. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Lanny  H.  Cornell. 

BJS.,  D.VJi.,  Vice  President — Re¬ 
search/  Veterinary  Husbandry, 
Corporate  Curtor  of  Mammals. 

Sea  World,  Inc. 

San  Diego,  California 
necropsy  report 

Animal  name:  California  Sea  Otter,  Path. 
No.:  SW75090,  LD.  No.:  SO-501,  Genus  spe¬ 
cies:  Enhydra  lutris.  Sex:  Female.  Date/time 
of  death;  10/17/75,  approx.  6:00  pm.,  date/ 
time  of  necropsy:  10/18/75,  approx.  10:00 
a.m. 

Clinical  history  prior  to  death:  On  Thurs¬ 
day,  October  16,  the  animal  was  not  observed 
eating.  Grooming  activities  were  normal  but 
total  activities  such  as  swimming  were  re¬ 
duced.  Pelage  good.  A  blood  sample  was 
taken  Thursday,  October  16,  and  antibiotics 
find  steriods  administered  IM. 

The  animal  was  removed  from  the  main 
tank  Friday  morning,  October  17,  still  not 
eating.  Greater  depression  was  observed  In 
general  activity.  Animal  was  moved  to  quar¬ 
antine  area  and  fluids  and  antibiotics  ad¬ 
ministered  lntraperitoneally.  Animal  kept 
warm  and  dry,  body  temperature  between  97  • 
and  98*.  The  animal  expired  Friday,  October 
17,  1975  at  approximately  6:00  p.m. 

Gross  necropsy  findings:  weight  45  lb., 
length:  125  cm,  Girth:  75  cm.  (max.) .  Teeth: 
Rounded  and/or  worn  off;  tartar  covered 
molars.  Trachea:  No  blockage;  clear.  Lungs: 
Dark  red;  some  congestion.  No  parasites  seen. 
Heart:  Hemorrhagic  areas  from  injections. 
Liver:  Pale  yellow-green.  Friable,  fatty  de¬ 
generation.  No  parasites  seen.  Kidneys:  Pale, 
soft.  Bpleen:  Nodular  ecchymotlo  blotches 
throughout.  Intestine:  Possible  parasites 
(tapeworm).  Borne  fecal  matter.  Uterus: 
Placed  separately  In  formalin.  Adrenals:  Poe-  ( 
slbly  slightly  enlarged  and  hemorrhagic. 
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NOTICES 


Farasitee: 

* 

Organ Aiasne 

State 

Species 

Description 

Intestine 

_  Tapeworm 

Cultures  taken: 


Organ/tissue  I.D.  Ilisto  taken 


Kidney 

Liver 

Lung 

Spleen 


_  Kidney 
_  Liver 
__  Lung 
Z  Intestine 
_  Stomach 
_  Heart 


Liver  and  kidney  samples  taken  for  heavy  metals  and  pesticides. 


Diagnosis:  Chronic  renal  failure.  Chronic  hepatic  degeneration.  Failure  and  inability  to  adapt  normally  due  to 
pre-existing  handicaps  in  renal  and  hepatic  function. 

By:  Lanny  II.  Cornell,  D.V.M. 


INTERMOTTNTAIN  LABORATORIES  INC. 

Veterinarian  Lanny  H.  Cornell  DVM. 

Hospital  Sea  World. 

Street  or  P.O.  Box  1720  S.  Shores  Road. 

City  and  State  San  Diego,  CA  92102. 

Telephone _ 

No.  of  Tissues  Necropsyreport  and  uterus 
section. 

Pile  No.  17748  SO-501.  Date  11-7-75. 

»  Species  Enhydra  lutris.  Sex  Female.  Breed 

Sea  Otter  CA.  Sea  Otteh.  Age - Owners 

Name  (Sea  World)  SW75090,  SO501.  Diag¬ 
nostic  Summary  _ 

History:  * ’Letter  Received**.  Duplicate 
slide. 

Gross  Description:  _ _ 

Microscopic  Description:  Uterus:  There  is 
marked  vascular  congestion  occurring  In  the 
uterine  wall  and  In  some  areas  red  cells 
appear  to  have  escaped  the  vascular  lumen. 
There  is  some  congestion  occurring  in  the 
lamina  propria  of  the  epithelium  but  the 
epithelial  surface  appears  to  be  normal.  How¬ 
ever  the  epithelium  and  the  underlying 
lamia  propria  appears  to  be  thrown  into 
excessive  folds.  No  significant  infiltrates  are 
present  in  any  portion  of  the  organ.  Amor¬ 
phous  pink  staining  material  with  some  cel¬ 
lular  debris  is  noted  within  the  deep  crypts 
of  the  epithelium. 

Comments:  Except  for  moderate  conges¬ 
tion  with  some  focal  hemorrhage,  there 
appears  to  be  no  significant  lesions  present 
within  the  uterus.  There  is  some  evidence  of 
inspissation  of  material  deep  within  the 
crypts  of  the  epithelium  but  no  other  re¬ 
markable  changes  are  noted. 

Diagnosis:  Mild  uterine  congestion  with 
occasional  hemorrhage  and  excessive  epi¬ 
thelial  ruggation. 

Jack  L.  Taylor,  DVM  Ph.  D. 

C.A.  DELLI  QUADRI  DVM 

Animal  Pathology  Services 

Species  California  Sea  Otter,  Fe.  SW75090 
SO— 501.  Case  Record  No.  10-75:2380.  Speci¬ 
men  Necropsy  tissues.  Report  Date  11-7-75. 
By  Dr.  L.  V.  Cornell.  Address  Sea  Word,  San 
Diego.  Owner  Sea  World,  Inc.  Address - - 

PATHOLOGY  REPORT 

Diagnosis:  Toxic  Tubular  Nephrosis,  and 
Toxic  Hepatitis. 

Comment:  Kidney,  Congestion  and  lipi¬ 
dosis  of  tubular  epithelium.  There  is  also 
some  fibrous  thickening  of  glomerular  cap¬ 
sules.  Liver,  Diffuse  fatty  degeneration. 
Lungs,  Marked  congestion  and  edema.  Alter¬ 
nating  areas  of  emphysema  and  atelectasis 
are  seen.  Uterous,  The  endometrium  is  ede¬ 
matous  and  congested  with  developing 


glands  present,  suggesting  pro-estrous.  G.I. 
Tract  and  Myocardium,  No  significant  find¬ 
ings.  Comment,  The  source  of  the  toxicity 
is  not  evident  in  the  tissue  sections. 

John  G.  Simpson,  DVM. 
Sea  World,  Inc. 

San  Diego,  California 
necropsy  report 

Animal  name:  _ 

Path  No.:  SW75098,  I.D.  No.:  SO-502,  Genus/ 
Species:  Enhydra  lutris  lutris.  Sex:  Female. 
Date/Time  of  Death:  12/8/75;  approximately 
9:30  a.m.  Date/Time  of  Necropsy:  12/9/75; 
3:00  p.m. 

Clinical  History  Prior  to  Death:  At- ap¬ 
proximately  9:00  a.m.  Saturday  morning, 
December  6,  the  animal  was  seen  in  the  pool 
with  the  other  sea  otters  with  approximately 
6  to  8  inches  of  rectal  prolapse  evident.  A 
few  minutes  later  the  animal  crawled  out  on 
the  raft  and  maintained  itself  out  of  the 
water.  It  was  seen  eating  during  the  period 
of  prolapse.  The  pool  was  immediately 
drained  and  the  animal  removed  from  the 
area.  Surgical  correction  of  the  rectal  pro¬ 
lapse  through  manual  manipulation  and  re¬ 
duction  was  carried  out  and  the  animal  was 
then  placed  in  Isolation  for  recovery.  Sup¬ 
portive  therapy  and  fluids  were  given  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  24  hours;  however,  the  animal's 
condition  continued  to  deteriorate.  She  be¬ 
came  dehydrated  and  depressed  and  prob¬ 
ably  somewhat  chilled  as  a  result  of  the  soil¬ 
ing  of  the  fur  as  a  direct  result  of  her  lack 
of  grooming.  She  was  found  dead  approxi¬ 
mately  24  hours  after  the  conclusion  of 
surgical  replacement  of  the  prolapse. 

Gross  Necropsy  Findings:  Weight:  30  lb. 

Length :  _  Girth :  _ 

Thoracic  Cavity:  Both  lungs  are  consoli¬ 
dated  and  collapsed,  exhibiting  bilateral  con¬ 
solidation  and  atelectasis  throughout. 

Generally  the  animal  appears  somewhat 
thin,  but  the  only  other  lesion  seen  is  in  the 
descending  colon  and  rectum.  The  approxi¬ 
mate  final  8-10  Inches  of  colon  is  dilated 
and  somewhat  swollen,  although  not  badly 
discolored.  It  would  appear  as  though  the 
replacement  of  the  rectal  prolapse  (that  oc¬ 
curred  in  this  animal)  was  successful,  and 
while  contributing  to  the  animal’s  death, 
there  was  no  evidence  of  necrosis  or  toxemia 
as  a  result  of  this  prolapse.  The  pneumonia 
apparently  came  about  as  a  result  of  the  pro¬ 
lapse  and  the  stress  placed  upon  the  animal 
directly  related  to  the  prolapse. 

All  major  organs  and  tissues  were  sam¬ 
pled  for  hlstopathology  and  for  culturing  to 
determine  the  presence  of  any  pathogenic 
organisms. 
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Parasites: 


Organ  tissue  Stage  8pedee  Description 


None  found 
internally. 


Cultures  taken: 

Organ  tissue  I.D.  IListo  taken 


Diagnosis: 


Species  Sea  Otter,  SW5098,  SO-502.  Case 
Record  No.  12-75:2451.  Specimen  Necropsy 
tissues.  Report  Date  1-3-78.  By  Dr.  L.  H.  Cor¬ 
nell.  Address  Sea  World,  San  Diego.  Owner 
Sea  World,  Inc.  Address - 

PATHOLOGY  REPORT 

Diagnosis:  See  below. 

Comment:  Kidney  congested.  Liver  con¬ 
gested.  Colon,  The  section  seen  here  indi¬ 
cates  a  chronic  Inflammatory  process,  as 
manifested  by  Irregular  thickenings  and 
fibrosis  of  the  lamina  propria.  Lungs,  Sever 
congestion  and  hemorrhage.  There  is  no  evi¬ 
dence  of  infectious  pneumonia.  Spleen, 
Stomach,  Ovary.  Thyroid,  Lymph  Node. 
Adrenal,  Panacreas,  Small  Intestine — No  sig¬ 
nificant  findings. 

The  congestion  of  viscera,  lack  of  infec¬ 
tious  elements,  and  the  history  indicates 
that  death  was  likely  a  result  of  post-surgical 
shock. 

John  Q.  Simpson,  DVM. 

Sea  World,  Inc. 

San  Diego,  California 

NECROPSY  REPORT 

Animal  Name: _ _ _ 

Path.  No.:  8W76002,  I.D.  No.:  80-503,  Genus/ 
Species:  Enhydra  lutrls.  Sex:  Female,  Date/ 
Time  of  Death:  1/3/76:  between  6:00  &  7:00 
a.m.,  Date/Time  of  Necropsy:  1/3/76. 

Clinical  History  Prior  to  Death:  Animal 
found  dead  in  pool  at  7:00  a.m.  1/3/76;  was 
seen  at  6:00  a.m.  by  observer  alive  and  swlm- 
Parasites: 


By:  Lanny  II.  Cornell,  D.V.M. 

ming  normally.  Feeding  habits  had  been  nor¬ 
mal.  No  previous  unusual  history.  Animal 
was  collected  9/30/75. 

Gross  Necropsy  Findings:  Weight:  33  lb., 
Length:  _ _  Girth:  _ 

General  Appearance:  Hair  slightly  matted 
across  sides  and  back.  White  frothy  exudate 
from  nose  and  mouth.  Copious  amounts  of 
fluid  draining  from  mouth;  refractometer 
showed  approximately  3%  salt  content. 
Weight  33  lb.  (up  about  2  lb.  from  capture 
weight) . 

Thorax:  Left  lung  weight  210  gm.;  full  of 
clear  free  running  fluid.  Compressed  areas  of 
lung  stay  completely  empty.  Lungs  are  very 
soft.  Cut  surface:  Bronchioles  contain  large 
amounts  of  clear  fluid;  refractometer  check 
indicates  approximately  3%  salt  concentra¬ 
tion.  Right  lung  weight  277  gm.  Appearance 
same  as  left. 

Heart:  l"b8  gm.;  no  visible  lesions.  Pleural 
cavity  exhibits  no  visible  lesions.  Abdominal 
cavity  shows  no  abnormal  lesions.  Liver 
weighs  757  gm.  Spleen  is  pale  and  contracted 
and  weighs  36  gm.  Kidneys:  Left  106  gm.; 
104  gm.  No  visible  lesions.  Adrenal  Glands: 
No  visible  lesions. 

Reproductive  System:  Ovaries  small  and 
inactive.  Uterus  immature.  Uterus  and  ova¬ 
ries  together  weight  7.6  gm.  Including  cervix. 
Entire  reproductive  system  sent  to  Dr.  R.  J. 
Harrison,  Cambridge,  England,  for  analysis. 
Vulva  and  posterior  vagina  slightly  discolored 
and  bruised.  Small  subcutaneous  ecchymotic 
hemorrhages  present. 

GI  System:  213  acanthocephalld  parasites 
throughout  small  and  large  intestine  (Cory- 
nosoma  enhvdris). 


Organ  tissue 

Stage 

Species 

Description 

Small  and  large 

_  Corynosoma  enhydris 

Intestine 
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Cultures  taken: 

Organ  tissue 

Ufe 

His  to  taken 

_  Lung 

_  Liver 

_  Kidney 

Diagnosis:  Death  by  drowning  in  salt  water;  predisposing  cause  possible  excessive  sexual  involvement  with  male 
sea  otter. 

By:  L&nny  H.  Cornell,  D.  V.  M. 


Species  Sea.  Otter,  Fe„  SO-603.  Case  Re¬ 
cord  No.  1-76:2477.  Specimen  Lung,  Liver, 
Kidney,  Report  Date  1-17-76,  By  Dr.  L.  H. 
Cornell,  Address  Sea  World,  San  Diego,  Owner 
Sea  World,  Inc.,  Address - 

PATHOLOGY  REPORT 

4 

Diagnosis :  See  Below. 

Comment:  The  liver,  kidney,  and  lung  are 
congested  but  show  no  evidence  of  any  dis¬ 
ease  process.  The  alveoli  of  the  lung  are 
widely  dilated  (alveolar  emphysema)  and 
some  edema  is  present.  The  histologically 
significant  finding  here  consists  solely  of  con¬ 
gestion  and  this  is  not  specifically  diagnostic. 
Death  by  drowning  would  be  compatible 
with  the  limited  pathology  seen. 

John  G.  Simpson,  DVM. 

Under  date  of  June  27,  1976,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
27280-81 )  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  by  Sea 
World.  Inc.,  San  Diego,  California,  for  a 
Marine  Mammal  Permit.  Copy  attached 
hereto. 

Sea  World 

application  for  public  display  permit  under 

THE  MARINE  MAMMAL  PROTECTION  ACT  OF 

1972  FOR  CALIFORNIA  SEA  OTTERS  (ENHYDRA 

LUTRIS  LUTRIS) 

Date  of  Application.  May  15, 1975. 

Section  13.12.  (1)  Applicant’s  name,  mail¬ 
ing  address,  and  phone  number. 

Sea  World,  Inc.,  1720  South  Shores  Road, 

San  Diego,  California  92109,  (714)  222- 

6363. 

Section  13.12.  (2)  Where  the  applicant  is 
an  individual,  his  date  of  birth,  height, 
weight,  color  of  hair,  color  of  eyes,  and  sex; 
and  business  or  institutional  affiliation,  if 
any,  having  to  do  with  the  wildlife  to  be 
covered  by  the  permit. 

Not  applicable. 

Section  13.2.  (3)  Where  the  applicant  is  a 
corporation,  firm,  partnership,  institution,  or 
agency,  either  private  or  public,  the  name 
and  address  of  the  president  or  principal 

officer. 

Davil  M.  De  Motte,  President,  Sea  World, 

Inc.,  1720  South  Shores  Road,  San  Diego, 

California  92109. 

Section  13.12.  (4)  Location  where  the  per¬ 
mitted  activity  is  to  be  conducted. 

Sea  World,  Inc.,  in  conjunction  with  the 
California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game, 
would  like  to  collect  Sea  Otters  in  an  area 
specified  by  the  California  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game,  likely  the  southern  extremity 
of  the  present  sea  otter  range.  8uch  collec¬ 
tion  shall  be  done  by  members  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  experi¬ 
enced  in  the  humane  collection  of  sea  otters, 
and  named  by  the  Director  of  California  Fish 
and  Game;  likely,  this  will  be  Paul  Wild  and 
his  associates. 

Section  18.31.  (1)  A  statement  of  the  pur¬ 
pose,  date,  location  and  manner  of  the  tak¬ 
ing  or  importation. 


Sea  World  would  like  to  collect  four  fe¬ 
male  and  one  male  (optional)  California  Sea 
Otter  for  public  display  at  Sea  World,  San 
Diego,  California,  and  for  continuing  their 
California  Sea  Otter  research  program  estab¬ 
lished  with  the  California  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  in  December  of  1972  at  Sea 
World,  in  San  Diego,  California. 

We  would  like  the  permit  to  be  effective 
for  the  period  between  September  1,  1975 
through  September  1,  1978,  for  collection  of 
animals  in  numbers  that  suit  our  needs  and 
at  our  convenience,  relative  to  the  safety  of 
the  animals. 

The  Intended  area  for  the  collection  of 
these  animals  would  Include  the  Pacific 
Grove,  Monterey,  and  Seaside  areas  of  Mon¬ 
terey  Bay,  Monterey,  California. 

The  manner  of  taking  these  animals  would 
be  a  diver-held  device  devised  by  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  and 
proven  to  be  successful  in  the  live  capture  of 
28  sea  otters.  This  device  reduces  the  amount 
of  stress  to  which  an  animal  is  subjected,  as 
handling  is  kept  to  a  minimum. 

Section  18.31.  (2)  A  description  of  the 
marine  mammal  or  the  marine  mammal 
products  to  be  taken  or  Imported,  including 
the  species  or  subspecies  involved;  the  popu¬ 
lation  stock,  when  known,  the  number  of 
specimens  or  products  (or  the  weight  there¬ 
of,  where  appropriate);  and  the  anticipated 
age,  size,  sex  and  condition  (l.e.  whether 
pregnant  or  nursing)  of  the  animals  in¬ 
volved. 

Sea  World  would  like  to  collect  five  (6) 
California  Seat  Otters,  Enhydra  lutris  lutris: 
One  adult  or  subadult  male,  2  years  old  or 
older,  30  pounds  or  heavier,  and  four  adult 
or  subadult  females,  approximately  1  y2  years 
old  or  older,  25  pounds  or  heavier.  The  fe¬ 
males  will  neither  be  pregnant  nor  nursing 
at  the  time  of  collection. 

The  latest  available  census  Information  on 
the  population  dynamics  of  the  sea  otter 
indicates  that  the  population  has  not  stabi¬ 
lized,  but  continues  to  Increase  both  in 
numbers  and  range.  Conservative  estimates 
would  place  the  population  at  1500  animals 
in  the  California  population,  but  more  re¬ 
alistically  this  figure  is  in  excess  of  2400 
animals. 

Section  18.31.  (3)  If  the  marine  mammal 
is  to  be  taken  and  transported  alive,  a 
complete  description  of  the  manner  of  trans¬ 
portation,  care,  and  maintenance,  lnculdlng 
the  type,  size,  and  construction  of  the  con¬ 
tainer  or  artificial  environment;  arrange¬ 
ments  for  feeding  and  sanitation;  a  statement 
of  the  applicant’s  qualifications  and  pre¬ 
vious  experience  in  caring  for  and  handling 
captive  marine  mammals  and  a  like  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  qualifications  of  any  common 
carrier  or  agent  to  be  employed  to  trans¬ 
port  the  animal;  and  a  written  certification 
of  a  licensed  veterinarian  knowledgeable  in 
the  field  of  marine  mammals  that  he  has 
personally  reviewed  the  arrangements  for 
transporting  and  maintaining  the  animals 
and  that  in  his  opinion  they  are  adequate 
to  provide  for  the  well-being  of  the  animal. 


Once  the  animals  have  been  collected  with 
the  diver-held  device  described  in  paragraph 
( 1 ) ,  they  will  be  immediately  placed  in  spe¬ 
cially  designed  transport  units,  transported 
by  boat  and  truck  to  the  Monterey  Airport, 
where  a  chartered  aircraft  will  fly  them  to 
San  Diego.  They  will  then  be  released  into 
the  Sea  World  otter  facility. 

The  Sea  World  sea  otter  facility  is  a  con¬ 
crete  pool  measuring  48  feet  in  diameter, 
with  an  average  depth  of  l>/2  meters,  and 
a  capacity  of  70,000  U.S.  gallons.  Adjacent 
to  it  is  a  holding  tank  which  is  22  feet  in 
diameter  and  has  a  capacity  of  11,600  gal¬ 
lons.  The  main  tank  has  a  water  flow  suffi¬ 
cient  to  turn  over  the  water  in  the  entire 
pool  in  a  period  slightly  less  than  2  hours. 
It  is  on  a  recirculation  system  and  employed 
with  sand  filters  to  remove  particulate  matter 
and  bacteria  from  the  water.  It  is  also  lightly 
treated  with  dissolved  chlorine  gas  and  the 
chlorine  levels  in  the  seawater  of  the  pool 
are  maintained  at  approximately  032-0.5  ppm. 

The  new  animals  will  be  fed  the  same  diet 
that  has  proven  to  be  very  successful  in  the 
maintenance  and  husbandry  of  the  four  sea 
otters  that  have  been  housed  at  Sea  World 
for  over  two  years,  since  December  of  1972. 
This  diet  Includes  squid,  clams,  and  crabs, 
all  of  which  have  been  frozen  and  graded 
as  fit  for  human  consumption. 

These  sea  otters  would  be  under  the  direct 
care  of  Dr.  Lanny  H.  Cornell,  Vice  President — 
Research/Veterinary  Husbandry,  Corporate 
Curator  of  Mammals,  and  Mr.  Jim  Antrim, 
Assistant  Curatory  of  Mammals,  who  has  had 
two  years  of  personal  experience  with  Sea 
Otters  in  a  controlled  environment  at  Sea 
World  of  San  Diego. 

Section  18.31.  (4)  If  the  application  is  for 
a  scientific  research  permit,  a  detailed  de¬ 
scription  of  the  scientific  research  project  or 
program  in  which  the  marine  mammal  or 
marine  mammal  product  is  to  be  used,  in¬ 
cluding  a  copy  of  the  research  proposal  re¬ 
lating  to  such  program  or  project  and  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  sponsor  or  coop¬ 
erating  institution  and  the  scientists  in¬ 
volved. 

See  enclosed  copies  of  research  proposals 
by  George  A.  Antonelis,  Jr.  of  San  Diego  State 
University,  San  Diego,  California,  Daniel 
Costa  of  the  University  of  California,  Santa 
Cruz,  California,  and  Larry  Fausett  of  Long 
Beach  State  University,  Long  Beach,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Section  18.31.  (5)  If  the  application  is  for 
a  scientific  research  permit,  and  if  the  marine 
mammal  proposed  to  be  taken  or  imported  is 
listed  as  an  endangered  or  threatened  species 
or  has  been  designated  by  the  Secretary  as 
depleted,  a  detailed  Justification  of  the  need 
for  such  a  marine  mammal,  including  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  possible  alternatives,  whether  or 
not  under  the  control  of  the  applicant. 

Not  applicable. 

Section  18.31.  (6)  If  the  application  is  for 
a  public  display  permit,  a  detailed  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  use  to  which  the  marine 
mammal  or  marine  mammal  product  is  to  be 
put,  including  the  manner,  location,  and 
times  of  display,  whether  such  display  is  for 
profit,  an  estimate  of  the  numbers  and  types 
of  persons  who  it  is  anticipated  will  benefit 
for  such  display,  and  whether  and  to  what 
extent  the  display  is  connected  with  educa¬ 
tional  or  scientific  programs.  There  shall  also 
be  Included  a  complete  description  of  the 
enterprise  seeking  the  display  permit  and 
its  educational  and  scientific  qualifications, 
if  any . 

In  addition  to  the  research,  these  animals 
will  be  on  public  display  in  the  Sea  Otter 
facility  described  in  Section  18.31  paragraph 
(3),  on  a  dally  basis  during  Sea  World's  nor¬ 
mal  operating  hours.  Public  viewing  into  this 
enclosure  is  through  oneway  glass  panels  in 
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a  sound-proof  tunnel  which  allows  the  publlo 
no  direct  contact  with  the  animals. 

Sea  World,  Inc.  Is  a  publicly  owned  com¬ 
pany  with  an  obligation  to  stockholders  to 
provide  a  return  on  their  Investment  (and 
therefore  we  try  to  make  a  profit  every  year) . 
By  doing  so,  we  are  able  to  expand  and  up¬ 
grade  our  facilities  at  a  rate  which  Is  com¬ 
patible  with  the  tremendous  increase  In 
numbers  of  visitors  to  our  parks. 

Sea  World  Is  a  leader  In  the  field  of  inno¬ 
vation  and  displays.  We  have  the  privilege  of 
being  a  leader  and  being  able  to  supply  edu¬ 
cational  and  Informative  displays  of  all 
types  of  marine  animals  because  of  the 
profit  motive. 

Sea  World  has  consistently  demonstrated 
the  unique  ability  to  combine  education  with 
entertainment.  This  acute  awareness  of  Sea 
World’s  responsibility  to  not  only  entertain 
Its  visitors,  but  equally  as  Important  to  mo¬ 
tivate  these  visitors  by  providing  sound 
ecologically-oriented  educational  exhibits  in 
a  stimulating  environment,  thereby  con¬ 
tributing  to  Sea  World’s  success  In  attracting 
more  than  a  million  visitors  each  year.  In 
this  coming  year.  It  is  estimated  that  more 
than  five  million  Americans  and  other 
visitors  will  be  exposed  to  this  combined 
educational  entertainment  at  all  three  of 
Sea  World’s  beautiful  parks  In  San  Diego, 
Ohio,  and  Florida.  A  definite  goal  of  Sea 
World  Is  to  present  sound  educationally 
oriented  exhibits  providing  visitors  with  an 
understanding  of  the  ocean  surrounding  us 
and  displaying  a  commitment  of  environ¬ 
mental  concern  Involving  the  public  In  the 
ecology  of  oceans  and  man’s  Interdependency 
with  the  aquatic  environment.  These  ex¬ 
hibits  continually  stimulate  the  Intellectual 
curiosity  of  visitors  of  all  ages  and  Interests. 
It  Is  our  hope  that  through  the  exhibits  at 
Sea  World,  future  generations  of  Americans 
and  others  In  the  world  population  will  be 
stimulated  and  exposed  to  the  wonders  of 
the  animals  that  live  In  the  seas. 

Section  18.12.  (6)  Where  the  permitted 
activity  involves  an  Importation  from  any 
foreign  country  which  restricts  the  taking, 
possession,  transportation,  exportation  or 
sale  of  wildlife,  the  appropriate  documenta¬ 
tion,  as  Indicated  in  Section  14.42  of  this 
subchapter. 

Not  applicable. 

Section  13.12.  (7)  Certification.  See  at¬ 
tached  letter  from  Lanny  H.  Cornell,  B.S., 
D.VM. 

Section  13.12.  (8)  Desired  effective  date  of 
permit  except  where  Issuance  date  Is  fixed 
by  the  part  under  which  the  permit  is  Issued. 

Desired  effective  date  of  permit  shall  be 
September  1, 1975  through  September  1, 1978. 

The  Director 

UB.  Department  of  the  Interior 
Mammals  and  Nonmigratory  Birds 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 

May  IS,  1975. 

Dear  Sir:  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read 
and  am  familiar  with  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  In  Title  60,  part  13,  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  and  the  other  applicable 
parts  In  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  I  of  Title 
50,  and  I  further  certify  that  the  information 
submitted  in  this  application  for  a  permit  Is 
complete  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief.  I  understand  that  any 
false  statement  hereon  may  subject  me  to 
the  criminal  penalties  of  19  U.S.C.  1001. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Lanny  H.  Cornell,  B.S.,  D.V.M. 

Vice  President- Research  /Veterinary 
Husbandry  Corporate  Curator  of 
Mammals. 


The  Director 

UJS.  Department  of  the  Interior 
Mammals  and  Nonmigratory  Birds 
Weshington,  D.C.  20240 

May  16, 1976. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have,  per¬ 
sonally  reviewed  the  arrangements  for  trans¬ 
porting  and  maintaining  the  five  sea  otters 
requested  In  this  application.  In  my  opinion 
they  are  adequate  to  provide  for  the  well¬ 
being  of  the  animals. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Lanny  H.  Cornell, 

B.S.,  D.V.M. ,  Vice  President-Re¬ 
search/Veterinary  Husbandry,  Cor¬ 
porate  Curator  of  Mammals. 

May  13,  1975. 

Lanny  H.  Cornell,  D.V.M.,  Vice  President — 
Research/Veterinary  Husbandry,  Corpo¬ 
rate  Curator  of  Mammals,  Sea  World, 
1720  South  Shore  Road,  Mission  Bay,  San 
Diego,  California  92109 

Dear  Dr.  Cornell:  This  Is  In  regard  to 
your  Application  for  Public  Display  Permit 
under  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  of  1972 
for  California  Sea  Otters  (Enhydra  lutris 
lutris) . 

The  Department  of  Fish  and  Oame  will 
capture  for  Sea  World  any  animals  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Secretary  of  Interior  pursuant 
to  your  application.  We  can  do  this  for  you 
In  reliance  on  your  promise  to  reimburse 
the  State  for  Its  actual  and  necessary  costs. 
Our  costs  are  determined  In  accordance  with 
the  accounting  procedure  stated  In  Section 
8760,  State  Administrative  Manual.  A  copy 
is  enclosed  for  your  Information.  We  esti¬ 
mate  our  costs  will  be  around  $176  or  $200 
per  otter.  The  animals  would  be  collected 
south  of  the  California  Sea  Otter  Oame 
Refuge. 

We  recommend  that  you  obtain  approval 
to  use  the  airstrip  at  San  Simeon  from  Mr. 
A.  J.  Cook  of  the  Hearst  Company  who  owns 
the  airstrip.  Mr.  Cook’s  address  is  200  Hearst 
Building,  San  Francisco,  California  94103. 
Permission  to  use  this  airstrip  should  be  ob¬ 
tained  as  a  backup  If  we  have  difficulty  In 
obtaining  female  otters  further  south  nearer 
the  San  Luis  Obispo  airport. 

Sincerely, 

E.  C.  Fullerton, 

Director. 

In  keeping  with  the  spirit  of  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972,  this 
Notice  is  being  published  to  allow  public 
comment  on  this  application. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  within  30 
days  of  the  date  of  publication  will  be 
considered. 

Dated:  March  3, 1976. 

Bertram  S.  Falbaum, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-0696  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

[INT  DES  76-10] 

ATMOSPHERIC  WATER  RESOURCES 
MANAGEMENT  PROGRAM 

Availability  of  Draft  Programmatic 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  draft  programmatic  environ¬ 
mental  statement  on  the  Atmospheric 
Water  Resources  Management  Program, 
a  program  of  research  and  development 
for  the  purpose  of  making  available  an 
effective  and  acceptable  technology  for 
precipitation  management.  Written 
comments  may  be  submitted  to  reach 
the  Chief,  Division  of  Atmospheric  Water 
Resources  Management,  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation  (address  below),  on  or  before 
May  3,  1976. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner- 
Ecology,  17.8.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Room  7626,  In¬ 
terior  Building,  Washington  D.C.  20240. 
Division  of  Engineering  Supporting,  Techni¬ 
cal  Services  and  Publications  Brunch,  En¬ 
gineering  and  Research  Center,  Denver 
Federal  Center,  Denver  Colorado  80225. 
Chief,  Division  of  Atmospheric  Water  Re 
sources  Management,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Engineering  and  Research  Center, 
Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver  Colorado 
80225. 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
Pacific  Northwest  Region,  550  West  Fort 
Street,  Boise,  Idaho  83724. 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Mid-Pacific  Region,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825. 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Lower  Colorado  Region,  Nevada  Highway 
and  Park  Street,  Boulder  City,  Nevada 
89005. 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Upper  Colorado  Region,  126  South  State 
Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Southwest  Region,  317  East  Third  Street, 
Amarillo,  Texas  79101. 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
Upper  Missouri  Region,  Federal  Office 
Building,  316  North  26th  Street,  Billings, 
Montana  59103. 

Arizona  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Suite  2200,  Valley  Center,  201  North 
Central  Avenue,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85073. 
Kansas  River  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation,  1706  West  Third  Street,  McCook, 
Nebraska  69001. 

Kansas  Reclamation  Office,  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation,  Landmark  Plaza  Building,  103 
East  Tenth  8treet,  Topeka,  Kansas  66612. 
Albuquerque  Planning  Office,  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation,  National  Building,  606  Mar¬ 
quette  Avenue,  NW.,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  87103. 

Miles  City  Public  Library,  One  South  Tenth 
Street,  Miles  City,  Montana  69301. 

Goodland  Public  Library,  Eighth  and  Broad¬ 
way,  Goodland,  Kansas  67735. 

Howard  County  Public  Library,  310  Scurry 
Street,  Big  Spring,  Texas  79720. 
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California  State  University  Library.  San  Die¬ 
go  Campus,  S&n  Diego,  California  92116. 
Colorado  State  University  Library,  Fort  Col¬ 
lins,  Colorado  80521. 

Fort  Lewis  College  Library.  Durango.  Colo¬ 
rado  81301. 

University  of  North  Dakota  Library,  Grand 
Forks,  North  Dakota  68201. 

Oregon  State  College  Library.  Corvallis. 
Oregon  97331. 

University  of  Oklahoma  Library.  Norman, 
Oklahoma  73069. 

South  Dakota  State  University  Library, 
Brookings,  South  Dakota  57006. 

University  of  Washington  Library.  Seattle. 
Washington  98105. 

Single  copies  of  the  draft  statement 
may  be  obtained  on  request  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Reclamation  or  the  Division 
of  Engineering  Support. 

Dated:  March 5, 1976. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.76-6853  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[INT  DES  76-9] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

COLORADO  RIVER  WATER  QUALITY 
IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C>  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  of  a  comprehensive  basinwide  sa¬ 
linity  control  program  for  the  Colorado 
River  Basin.  The  statement  provides  a 
regional  analysis  as  well  as  individual  im¬ 
pacts  of  authorized  salinity  control  units 
under  Title  n  of  Public  Law  93-320,  the 
Colorado  River  Basin  Salinity  Control 
Act.  Written  comments  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Chief,  Division  of  Planning  Coor¬ 
dination,  Engineering  and  Research  Cen¬ 
ter,  Denver  Federal  Center,  P.O.  Box 
25007,  Denver,  Colorado  80225,  within  45 
days  of  this  notice. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Communications,  Room  7220,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  Washington.  D.C, 
20240,  telephone  (202)  343-9247. 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner- 
Ecology,  Room  7620,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D  C.  20240,  telephone  (202)  343- 
4991. 

Chief,  Division  of  Planning  Coordination,  En¬ 
gineering  and  Research  Center,  Denver 
Federal  Center,  Denver,  Colorado  80225, 
telephone  (303  )  234-4059. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director.  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
125  South  State  8treet,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84111,  telephone  (801)  524-6592. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
P.O.  Box  427,  Boulder  City,  Nevada  89005, 
telephone  (702)  293-8560. 

Single  copies  of  the  draft  statement 
may  be  obtained  on  request  to  the  Com¬ 


missioner  of  Reclamation  or  the  Regional 
Directors  listed  above. 

Dated:  March 5, 1976. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 

•  Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

|  FR  Doc  76-6854  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am| 


(INT  FES  76-14] 

SURFACE  MANAGEMENT  OF  FEDERALLY 
OWNED  COAL  RESOURCES  AND  COAL 
MINING  OPERATING  REGULATIONS 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  final  environmental  impact 
statement  on  proposed  new  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  coal  leasing,  permit¬ 
ting  and  licensing  regulations  (43  Part 
3041)  and  revised  Geological  Survey  coal 
exploration,  mining  operating,  and  recla¬ 
mation  regulations  (30  CFR  211)  and 
they  apply  to  all  aspects  of  leasing  or 
mining  of  Federal  coal.  The  Geological 
Survey  regulations  also  apply  to  Indian 
coal  administered  by  the  Department  of 
the  Interior.  These  will  apply  to  all  ex¬ 
isting  as  well  as  future  Federal  coal 
leases  and  operations,  Including  those 
where  surface  is  privately  owned. 

The  final  environmental  statement  is 
available  for  public  review  in  the  UJS. 
Geological  Survey  Public  Inquiries  Of¬ 
fice,  Room  1021,  Federal  Building,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado  80202;  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  Library,  Building  25,  Denver  Fed¬ 
eral  Center,  Denver,  Colorado  80225 ;  the 
U.S.  Geological  Survey  Library,  Room 
4A100,  USGS  National  Center.  Reston, 
Virginia  22092;  the  U.S.  Geological  Sur¬ 
vey  Library,  Building  5,  Menlo  Park, 
California  94025. 

Individual  copies  are  available  at  the 
following  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Offices: 

Alaska  State  Office:  565  Cordova  Street,  An¬ 
chorage.  Alaska  99501. 

Arizona  State  Office:  Federal  Building.  Room 
3022,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85025. 

California  State  Office:  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Room  E- 2841,  Sacramento.  California, 
95825. 

Colorado  State  Office:  1600  Broadway.  Room 
700,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

Idaho  State  Office:  Federal  Building.  Room 
398,  550  West  Fort  Street,  Boise,  Idaho 
83702. 

Montana  State  Office:  (N.  Dak..  S.  Dak.)  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  316  North  26th  Street.  Bil¬ 
lings,  Montana  59101. 

Nevada  State  Office:  Federal  Building,  300 
Booth  Street,  Reno,  Nevada  89502. 

New  Mexico  State  Office:  Federal  Building. 

Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

Oregon  State  Office:  (Washington)  729 
Northeast  Oregon  Street,  Portland,  Oregon 
97208. 

Utah  State  Office:  Federal  Building,  125 
South  State  Street.  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah 
84111. 


Wyoming  State  Office:  (Neb.,  Kansas)  2120 
Capitol  Avenue,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001. 
Washington,  D.C.:  Office  of  Public  Affairs. 
Room  5643,  Interior  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  90240. 

Eastern  State  Office:  Robin  Building,  7981 
Eastern  Avenue.  Silver  Spring,  Maryland 
20910. 

Individual  copies  are  also  available  at 
the  following  United  States  Geological 
Survey  Offices: 

Office  of  Eastern  Region,  Conservation  Man¬ 
ager,  1825  K  Street,  Suite  316,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Office  of  the  Central  Region,  Conservation 
Manager,  Villa  Italia,  Shopping  Center. 
7200  Alameda,  Lakewood,  Colorado  80226 
Office  of  the  Western  Region,  Conservation 
Manager,  345  Mlddlefleld  Road,  Menlo  Park. 
California  94025. 

USGS  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Pro¬ 
gram,  Preparation  Branch,  National  Cen¬ 
ter,  Mallstop  760,  Reston,  Virginia  22092. 

The  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment,  DES  75-53  was  filed  with  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  on 
October  1,  1975.  More  than  three  thou¬ 
sand  copies  were  distributed  to  Federal 
and  State  agencies,  U.S.  Senators  and 
Representatives,  industry,  conservation 
and  environmental  groups,  libraries  and 
others.  Comments  were  requested  by  No¬ 
vember  21, 1975. 

At  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  public  meetings  were  held  on 
the  proposed  regulations  in  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming;  Denver,  Colorado;  and  Bill¬ 
ings,  Montana  on  December  18,  19,  and 
20, 1975.  The  transcript  of  such  meetings 
and  the  written  comments  in  connection 
with  these  meetings  were  evaluated  along 
with  the  specific  responses  on  the  draft 
statement  and  were  considered  in  prep¬ 
aration  of  the  final  EIS. 

The  comments  by  the  U.S.  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  on  the  draft  EIS  are 
among  those  printed  in  the  final  EIS.  The 
full  text  of  the  detailed  comments  of 
the  EPA  to  the  Department  upon  the 
proposed  regulations  themselves,  as  they 
were  published  for  public  comment  on 
September  5,  1975  (40  FR  41122),  Is 
available  at  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Room  5643, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  or  from  the 
EPA  at  the  Office  of  Planning  and  Evalu¬ 
ation,  Division  of  Policy  Planning,  Mail- 
stop  410PM221,  401  M  Street,  Southwest, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Dated:  March 5, 1976. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

( FR  Doc  76-6856  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 


WATER  RESEARCH  AND  EDUCATION 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Water  Research  and 
Education  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
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held  on  March  31,  1976,  at  9  a.m..  Room 
5160  (Secretary’s  Conference  Room), 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20240. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

The  Advisory  Committee  will  consider 
planning  and  budgeting  requirements 
for  P.Y.-1978,  and  the  results  of  the  re¬ 
cent  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 
Water  Research  Goals  and  Objectives 
Conference  sponsored  by  the  Office  of 
Water  Research  and  Technology;  estab¬ 
lishing  communication  channels  between 
the  University  community  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  Offices,  and  the 
Water  Resources  Council;  legislative  ac¬ 
tion  affecting  water  resources  research 
programs:  and  the  Office  of  Water  Re¬ 
search  and  Technology’s  role  in  planning 
and  coordinating  water  resources  reseach 
in  the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Jack  C. 
Jorgensen.  Assistant  Director — Tech¬ 
nology  Transfer,  Office  of  Water  Re¬ 
search  and  Technology,  U.S.  Department 
of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 
telephone  (202)  343-6445. 

Dennis  N.  Sachs. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

March  5,1976. 

[FR  Doc.76  6742  Filed  3-9  76; 8. 45  amj 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

[Redelegation  of  Authority  99.1.33} 

REGIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  OFFICER, 
ARGENTINA 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Contracting  Functions 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Redelegation  of  Authority  No.  99.1 
(38  FR  12836)  dated  May  1.  1973,  from 
the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Program 
and  Management  Services.  I  hereby  re¬ 
voke  Redelegation  of  Authority  No. 
99.1.33  to  the.Regional  Development  Offi¬ 
cer,  Argentina  (38  FR  o28852> . 

This  revocation  is  effective  immediate¬ 
ly. 

Dated:  February  27.  1976. 

Hugh  L.  Dwelley, 

Director, 

Office  of  Contract  Management. 

[FR  Doc.76  6814  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A312] 

TEXAS 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  the  following  Texas 
Counties  as  a  result  of  the  natural  dis¬ 
asters  shown: 

Dawson  County— Severe  hail  June  10  and 
cold  rain  September  10  and  11, 1975. 


Garza  County — Very  hot  September  12,  sud¬ 
den  change  to  very  wet  and  cold  night  of 
September  12,  continued  cold  September 
13,  14  and  15,  and  very  hot  and  humid 
September  16, 1975. 

Lynn  County — Cold  and  wet  September  11 
through  14  and  September  19  through  21. 
1976. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3 
(b)  including  the  recommendation  of 
Governor  Dolph  Briscoe  that  such  desig¬ 
nation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  April  20,  1976,  for  physical  losses 
and  November  22,  1976,  for  production 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eligible  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  areas  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public 
participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d  day 
of  March  1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott. 

Administrator. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.76-6727  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 

OCHOCO  NATIONAL  FOREST  AND  TIERRA 

AMARILLA  DIVISION  GRAZING  ADVI¬ 
SORY  BOARDS 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Establish 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  pro¬ 
poses  to  establish  the  Ochoco  National 
Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board  in  Ore¬ 
gon  and  the  Tierra  Amarilla  Division 
Grazing  Advisory  Board  on  the  Carson 
National  Forest  in  New  Mexico  for  the 
period  ending  January  5,  1977.  under 
Forest  Service  regulation  36  CFR  231.10. 

These  will  be  local  advisory  boards  of 
the  Forest  Service  to  provide  National 
Forest  range  users  a  means  for  the  col¬ 
lective  expression  of  their  view’s  and 
recommendations  concerning  the  man¬ 
agement  and  administration  of  the  re¬ 
spective  grazing  lands  and  to  develop 
local  interest  and  responsibility  in  better 
range  management. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Conser¬ 
vation.  Research  and  Education  deter¬ 
mined  that  establishment  of  these  boards 
is  necessary  and  in  the  public  interest  in 
connection  with  duties  imposed  on  the 
Department  by  law. 

Comments  of  interested  persons  con¬ 
cerning  the  establishment  of  these 
boards  may  be  submitted  to  the  Range 
Management  Staff,  Forest  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
DC  20250,  on  or  before  March  25,  1976. 

All  writen  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Range  Management 
Staff  office.  Room  610,  Rosslyn  Plaza  E 


Building,  Arlington,  VA  22209,  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ). 

J.  W.  Deinema, 
Deputy  Chief. 

[FR  Doc.76-6838  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am} 


MARYS  PEAK  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Marys 
Peak  Planning  Unit  Land  Use  Plan, 
USDA-FS-R6-DES(  Adm)  -76-9. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  long-range  resource  allocation  of 
lands  that  involve  two  separate  munici¬ 
pal  supply  watersheds.  One  provides  a 
source  of  water  for  Corvallis,  and  Philo¬ 
math,  Oregon ;  the  other  watershed  pro¬ 
vides  the  source  of  water  for  Dallas, 
Oregon. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  March  3, 
1976. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations : 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  8W„  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Pacific  Northwest  Re¬ 
gion,  319  SW  Pine  St.,  Portland.  Oregon 
97204. 

Siuslaw  National  Forest,  Supervisor’s  Office, 
545  SW  2nd  St.,  Corvallis,  Oregon  97330. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Alsea  Ranger  District, 
Alsea,  Oregon  97324. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to: 

Forest  Supervisor.  Siuslaw  National  Forest, 
P.O.  Box  1148,  Corvallis,  Oregon  97330. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  impact  involved  for 
which  comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to: 

Forest  Supervisor,  Siuslaw  National  Forest, 
P.O.  Box  1148,  Covallis,  Oregon  97330. 

Comments  must  be  received  by  May  8, 
1976,  in  order  to  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  final  environmental 
statement. 

Robert  R.  Tyrrel, 
Director,  Planning . 

Programing,  and  Budgeting. 

March  3,  1976. 

[FR  Doc .76  6809  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am[ 
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Soil  Conservation  Service 

POHICK  CREEK  WATERSHED,  VIRGINIA 
Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  and  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  Guidelines 
(38  FR  20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  part 
650.8(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3, 
1974;  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  being  prepared  for  a  portion  of 
Pohick  Creek  Watershed,  Fairfax  Coun¬ 
ty,  Virginia. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  this  portion 
of  the  project  will  not  create  significant 
adverse  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environmental  and  that  no 
significant  controversy  is  associated  with 
this  portion  of  the  project.  As  a  result  of 
these  findings,  Mr.  David  N.  Grim  wood, 
State  Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  USDA,  400  North  8th  Street, 
Room  9201,  Richmond,  Virginia  23240, 
has  determined  that  the  preparation  and 
review  of  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  needed  for  this  portion  of 
the  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention. 
The  planned  works  of  improvement,  as 
described  in  the  negative  declaration, 
include  conservation  land  treatment 
supplemented  by  one  single-purpose 
floodwater  retarding  structure. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  locrtion: 

SoU  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  400  North 

8th  Street,  Room  9201,  Richmond,  Virginia 

23240. 

Single  copy  requests  for  the  negative 
declaration  should  be  sent  to  the  above 
address. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
on  or  before  March  25,  1976. 

Dated;  March  3,  1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

Joseph  W.  Hass, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 

Resources,  Soil  Conservation  Service. 
[FR  Doc.76-6808  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  amj 

PONY  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
IOWA 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  part  650.8 
(b)(3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  being  prepared  for  the  Pony  Creek 
Watershed  Project,  Mills  and  Pottawat¬ 
tamie  Counties,  Iowa. 


The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  Impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  William 
J.  Brune,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  823  Federal 
Building,  210  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  needed 
for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention. 
The  remaining  planned  works  of  im¬ 
provement,  as  described  in  the  Negative 
Declaration,  include  one  grade  stabiliza¬ 
tion  structure  and  4.5  miles  of  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  an  existing  constructed  channel 
having  intermittent  flow. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  823  Federal 

BuUdlng,  210  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines, 

Iowa  50309. 

Requests  for  single  copies  of  the  Negative 
Declaration  should  be  sent  to  the  above 
address. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
on  or  before  March  25,  1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

Dated:  March  3,  1976. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 

Resources,  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-6807  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

HARVARD  UNIVERSITY 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq,  15  CFR  Part  701,  1975. 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  76-00222.  Applicant: 
Harvard  University,  Museum  of  Com¬ 
parative  Zoology,  26  Oxford  Street, 
Cambridge,  Mass.  02138.  Article:  Elec¬ 
tron  Microscope,  Model  EM  9S-2.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West  Germany.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  The  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  for  investigations  of 
comparative  morphology  and  embry¬ 
ology  of  both  vertebrates  and  marine  in- 
veteb rates.  The  materials  that  will  be 
studied  range  from  small  but  complex 


larvae  of  bivalve  mollusks  and  bryozoans 
to  specific  tissues  involved  in  respiratory 
and  osmotic  membranes  of  synbranchi- 
form  fishes. 

Primary  use  of  the  article  will  be  in 
the  following  projects:  (1)  Comparative 
cytology  and  embryology  of  deuterostome 
invertebrates,  (2)  comparative  life- 
histories  of  bivalve  mollusks,  and  (3> 
comparative  functional  morphology  of 
fish.  The  article  will  also  be  used  for 
instructing  inexperienced  investigators 
in  the  use  of  electron  microscope. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  foreign 
article  was  ordered  (May  2,  1975).  Rea¬ 
sons:  The  foreign  article  provides  low 
distortion  magnifications  from  140- 
60,000X  (Magnifications  of  140  to  1000X 
are  within  the  normal,  light  microscopic 
range) .  Thus  the  article  covers  the  range 
of  light  and  electron  microscopy.  The 
domestic  instrument  available  at  the 
time  the  article  was  ordered  was  Adam 
David  Company’s  (AD)  Model  EMU-4C 
which  provides  low  distortion  magnifica¬ 
tions  at  500X  and  higher.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(HEW)  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  February  13,  1976  that  the  best 
low  magnification  capabilities  available 
specifically  in  the  optical  range  at  140X 
is  pertinent  to  the  purposes  for  which  the 
foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 
HEW  also  advises  that  (1)  the  EMU-4C 
did  not  have  equivalent  low  magnifica¬ 
tion  and  is  too  complex  and  (2)  AD’s 
Model  PA-1  was  in  a  development  stage 
at  the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

In  this  regard,  it  is  noted  that  a  pro¬ 
totype  of  the  PA-1  was  first  shown  by 
AD  in  November,  1974.  Neither  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  nor  its  consult¬ 
ants  have  been  able  to  determine  or  ver¬ 
ify  the  capabilities  of  the  PA-1  as  of  the 
date  of  this  decision.  Thus,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  does  not  have  a  sufficient  basis  for 
ruling  that  AD  was  able  to  supply  the 
PA-1  within  a  normal  delivery  time  at 
the  time  the  foreign  article  was  ordered. 

We,  therefore,  find  that  the  Model 
EMU-4C  was  not  of  equivalent  scientific 
value  to  the  foreign  article  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  as  the  article  was  intended  to  be 
used  at  the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-6747  Filed  8-9-76;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  48— WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  10,  1976 


NOTICES 


10247 


SCRIPPS  CUNIC 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  Is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  84  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq.,  15  CFR  Part  701,  1975) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  76-00209-33-90000. 
Applicant:  Scrlpps  Clinic  &  Research 
Foundation,  476  Prospect  Street,  La 
Jolla,  California  92037.  Article:  EMI 
Scanner  with  Magnetic  Tape  System. 
Manufacturer:  Emitronlcs  Ltd.,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the  diag¬ 
nosis  and  the  response  of  trigenimal 
neurologia,  demyelinating  disease,  spe¬ 
cifically  amyotrophic  lateral  sclerosis 
(ALS),  multiple  sclerosis  (MS),  and  as¬ 
sociated  sclerosis  in  various  new  ap¬ 
proaches  of  treatment  currently  being  re¬ 
searched.  It  is  hoped  this  will  aid  in  more 
effective  medical  management  of  pa¬ 
tients  suffering  from  these  associated 
diseases.  The  article  will  also  be  used  to 
expose  residents  and  students  to  the 
computerized  axial  tomography  system 
and  the  interpretation  of  the  results. 
Comments:  No  comments  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  foreign 
article  was  ordered  (March  5,  1975). 

Reasons:  This  application  is  a  resub¬ 
mission  of  Docket  Number  75-00506-33- 
90000  which  was  denied  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  resubmission  on  September  3, 1975 
for  informational  deficiencies.  The  for¬ 
eign  article  is  a  newly  developed  system 
which  Is  designed  to  provide  precise 
transverse  axial  X-ray  tomography.  Al¬ 
though  competitive  systems  are  now  be¬ 
ing  manufactured  domestically,  none  of 
these  systems  were  available  at  the  time 
the  article  was  ordered.  The  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(HEW)  advised  in  its  memorandum 
dated  February  13,  1976  that  the  sensi¬ 
tivity  and  the  non-invasive  methodology 
of  the  article  is  pertinent  to  the  purposes 
for  which  the  foreign  article  is  intended 
to  be  used.  HEW  also  advised  that  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  article 
for  such  purposes  as  the  article  Is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  which  was  being  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States  at  the  time 
the  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  Instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 


is  Intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-6748  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am| 

UNIVERSITY  OF  UTAH 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sci¬ 
entific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (40 
FR  12253  et  seq.,  15  CFR  Part  701, 1975) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  73-00530-01-77040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Utah,  Purchas¬ 
ing  Department,  Building  40,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84112.  Article:  Mass  Spec¬ 
trometer,  Model  MS-30.  Manufacturer: 
Associated  Electrical  Industries,  Ltd., 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
analysis  and  characterization  of  gaseous, 
liquid,  and  solid  materials  both  alone 
and  in  conjunction  with  gas  chromato¬ 
graphic  and  liquid  chromatographic 
analysis  of  the  respective  substances.  It 
will  provide  two  ionization  modes  simul¬ 
taneously  for  the  same  sample  and  will 
provide  the  most  advanced  analytical 
mass  spectrometry  techniques  presently 
available  for  characterizing  compounds. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  for  edu¬ 
cation  purposes  to  train  personnel  in  an¬ 
alytical  mass  spectrometry  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  areas:  (1)  Structural  studies 
which  include  reaction  products  and  in¬ 
termediates,  (2)  correlation  studies,  and 
(3)  natural  products. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  foreign 
article  was  ordered  (December  15,  1971). 
Reasons :  This  application  is  a  resubmis¬ 
sion  of  Docket  Number  72-00347-01- 
77040  which  was  denied  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  resubmission  on  February  15, 1973 
for  informational  deficiencies.  The  for¬ 
eign  article  provides  the  capability  of 
double  beam  high  resolution  (i.e.,  a  reso¬ 
lution  on  the  order  of  10,000  (10  percent 
valley  definition)  operation.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards  (NBS)  ad¬ 
vises  in  its  memorandum  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1976  that  the  capability  of  the 


article  described  above  is  pertinent  to 
the  applicant's  intended  studies  of  amino 
acids  in  antibody  molecules.  NBS  also 
advises  that  it  knows  of  no  domestic  high 
resolution  dual-beam  mass  spectrometer 
which  was  available  domestically  at  the 
time  the  foreign  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at  the 
time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.106,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
[FR  Doc.76-6749  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am) 

Nation  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

COASTAL  MARINE  LABORATORY 

Notice  of  Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §S  216.33  (d)  and  (e) 
of  the  Regulations  Governing  the  Taking 
and  Importing  of  Marine  Mammals  (39 
FR  1851,  January  15,  1974).  the  Scien¬ 
tific  Research  Permit  issued  to  the 
Coastal  Marine  Laboratory,  University  of 
California,  Santa  Cruz,  California 
95064,  on  September  30, 1975,  is  modified, 
by  means  of  Modification  No.  1,  in  the 
following  manner: 

Up  to  60  of  the  authorized  5,000  northern  ele¬ 
phant  seals  may  be  taken  for  the  purpose 
of  conducting  water  balance  and  metabo¬ 
lism  studies. 

This  modification  is  effective  March  10, 
1976. 

The  Permit,  as  modified,  is  available 
for  review  in  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  and  in  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300 
South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island, 
California  90731. 

Dated:  February  5, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

Deputy  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[  FR  Doc  .76-6784  Filed  3-9-76;  8 : 45  am  J 

EL  PASO  ZOOLOGICAL  PARK 

Notice  of  Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Section  216.33  (d) 
and  (c)  of  the  Regulations  Governing, 
the  Taking  and  Importing  of  Marine 
Mammals  (39  FR  1851,  January  15, 
1974),  the  Public  Display  Permit  issued 
to  El  Paso  Zoological  Park,  Evergreen 
and  Palsano,  El  Paso,  Texas  79905,  on 
January  23,  1976,  is  modified  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  manner: 
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The  period  of  validity  of  the  Permit,  during 
which  the  authorized  taking  may  occur,  is 
extended  from  June  1,  1976,  to  June  1, 
1978. 

This  modification  is  effective  March 
10,  1976. 

The  Permit,  as  modified,  and  docu¬ 
mentation  pertaining  to  the  modifica¬ 
tion,  is  available  for  review  in  the  Office 
of  the  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20235; 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  South¬ 
west  Region,  300  South  Ferry  Street, 
Terminal  Island,  California  90731;  and 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  South¬ 
east  Region,  9450  Gandy  Boulevard 
North,  Duval  Bldg.,  St.  Petersburg,  Flor¬ 
ida  33702. 

Dated:  February  10, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.76-6785  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  amj 


FISHERMEN'S  MARKETING  ASSOCIATION 
OF  WASHINGTON 

General  Permit  Issued 

A  General  Permit  was  issued  on  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1976,  to  the  Fishermen’s  Market¬ 
ing  Association  of  Washington,  Seattle, 
Washington  to  take  marine  mammals  in¬ 
cidental  to  commercial  fishing  operations 
under  category  (1)  Towed  or  Dragged 
Gear,  pursuant  to  50  CFR  216.24  (39 
FR  32117-32124),  as  amended. 

The  Permit  is  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20235. 

Dated:  February  27, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-6786  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


NORTHWEST  FISHERIES  CENTER 

Issuance  of  Endangered  Species  Permit — 
E5 

On  August  19,  1975,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
36161)  that  an  application  had  been 
filed  with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  by  the  Northwest  Fisheries  Cen¬ 
ter,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
2725  Montlake  Boulevard  East,  Seattle, 
Washington  98112,  for  a  Scientific  Pur¬ 
poses  Permit  to  take  an  unspecified  num¬ 
ber  of  endangered  species  of  cetaceans 
throughout  their  respective  ranges. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  March 
3,  1976,  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
’  Service  Issued  a  Scientific  Purposes  Per¬ 
mit,  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (16 
U.S.C.  1531-1543),  to  the  Northwest 
Fisheries  Center,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 


eries  Service,  subject  to  certain  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  therein. 

The  Permit  authorizes  the  Northwest 
Fisheries  Center  to  conduct  a  long-term 
study  (until  December  31, 1980)  of  popu¬ 
lation  stocks  of  seven  endangered  species 
of  cetaceans  (blue  whale  ( Balaenoptera 
musculus),  fin  whale  ( Balaenoptera 
physalus ),  gray  whale  ( Eschrichtius  ro- 
bustus ),  humpback  whale  (Megaptera 
novaengliae) ,  right  whale  (Balaena  gla- 
cialis),  sei  whale  ( Balaenoptera  bore¬ 
alis),  and  sperm  whale  ( Physeter  cato- 
don) ) ,  by  means  of  aerial  and  shipboard 
censuses,  underwater  observations,  pho¬ 
tography,  and  sound  recordings.  This 
research  may  necessarily  involve  harass¬ 
ment,  and  the  Permit  authorizes  this 
form  of  taking.  No  cetaceans  are  to  be 
killed,  captured,  marked  or  handled  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  this  work. 

Issuance  of  this  Permit,  as  required  by 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  is 
based  on  a  finding  that  such  Permit:  (1) 
was  applied  for  in  good  faith;  (2)  will 
not  operate  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
endangered  species  which  are  the  subject 
of  the  Permit;  and  (3)  will  be  consistent 
with  the  purposes  and  policies  set  forth 
in  Section  2  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973.  This  permit  was  also  issued 
in  accordance  with  and  is  subject  to 
Parts  220  and  222  of  Title  50  CFR,  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  regu¬ 
lations  governing  endangered  species 
permits  (39  FR  41367,  November  27, 
1974).  A  similar  permit  (40  FR  38179, 
August  27,  1975)  involving  all  cetacean 
species  has  been  issued  to  the  Northwest 
Fisheries  Center  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407). 

The  Scientific  Purposes  Permit  is 
available  for  review  by  interested  persons 
in  the  Division  of  Marine  Mammals  and 
Endangered  Species,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  3300  Whitehaven 
Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20235,  and 
in  the  Offices  of:  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Northeast  Region,  Federal  Building,  14 
Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massachusetts 
01930;  the  Regional  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Southeast 
Region,  Duval  Building,  9450  Gandy 
Boulevard,  St.  Petersburg,  Florida  33702; 
the  Regional  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300 
South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island, 
California  90731;  the  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Northwest  Region,  Lake  Union  Building, 
1700  Westlake  Avenue  North,  Seattle, 
Washington  98109;  and  the  Regional 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Alaska  Region,  P.O.  Box  1668, 
Juneau,  Alaska  99802. 

Dated:  March 3, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-6783  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 
[Docket  No.  Sub-H-60] 
PAN-ALASKA  FISHERES,  INC. 

Hearing 

March  5, 1976. 

Pan-Alaska  Fisheries,  Inc.,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  permission  to  transfer  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  267.4'  registered  length 
fishing  vessel  ROYAL  SEA  (ex-SEA- 
FREEZE  PACIFIC),  which  was  con¬ 
structed  with  the  aid  of  a  fishing  vessel 
construction-differential  subsidy.  The 
vessel  is  presently  authorized  to  operate 
in  the  fishery  for  the  catching  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  species:  bottomflsh,  hake  and  her¬ 
ring  in  the  North  Pacific  Ocean;  the 
freezing  and  transportation  of  salmon  in 
the  North  Pacific  Ocean;  the  catching, 
processing  and  transporting  of  tanner 
crab  (snow  crab)  in  the  Bering  Sea;  and 
the  transporting,  catching  and  process¬ 
ing  of  trouts,  shads,  flounders,  halibuts, 
soles,  cods,  hakes,  haddocks,  redfishes, 
basses,  congers,  jacks,  mullets,  sauries, 
herrings,  sardines,  anchovies,  tunas,  bo- 
nitos,  billfishes,  mackerels,  cutlassflshes, 
sharks,  crabs,  spiny  lobsters,  shrimps, 
prawns,  and  squid  and  other  mollusks  in 
the  Atlantic  Ocean,  excluding,  for  catch¬ 
ing  and  processing,  a  200  mile  zone  off  the 
east  coast  of  the  United  States  (but  spe¬ 
cifically  including  the  transportation  and 
processing,  but  not  catching,  of  the  enu¬ 
merated  species  or  groups  within  200 
miles  of  the  coast  of  the  United  States  in 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  including  the 
catching,  transportation  and  processing 
of  the  enumerated  species  or  groups  in  all 
the  other  waters  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico) , 
the  Western  Indian  Ocean  (that  portion 
of  the  Indian  Ocean  lying  west  of  the  90th 
degree  of  longitude),  and  the  South¬ 
eastern  Pacific  Ocean  (that  portion  of 
the  Pacific  Ocean  lying  east  of  the  150th 
degree  of  longitude  and  south  of  the 
Equator)  but  excluding  the  catching  of 
yellowfin  tuna  in  the  Eastern  Pacific  Yel- 
lowfln  Tuna  Regulatory  Area  as  defined 
by  the  Inter-American  Tropical  Tuna 
Commission. 

The  application  seeks  additional  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  in  the  fishery  for  proc¬ 
essing  and/or  transporting  of  any  and  all 
species  of  crustaceans  and  mollusks 
found  in  the  North  Pacific  Ocean,  includ¬ 
ing  the  Bering  Sea. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  46  U.S.C.  1401-1413  and  50 
CFR  Part  257  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings  will  be  held  on 
April  13,  1976,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  the 
Penthouse  of  Page  Building  No.  1,  2001 
Wisconsin  Avenue  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  Any  person  desiring  to  intervene 
must  file  a  petition  of  intervention  with 
the  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA,  Washington,  D.C.  20235, 
as  prescribed  in  50  CFR  Part  257,  at  least 
10  days  prior  to  the  date  set  for  the  hear¬ 
ing.  If  such  petitions  of  Intervention  are 
granted,  the  place  of  the  hearing  may  be 
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changed  to  a  field  location.  Telegraphic 
notice  will  be  given  to  the  parties  in  the 
event  of  such  a  change. 

Notice  was  given  on  February  9,  1976, 
at  41  FR  5646  that  applicant  is  also  seek¬ 
ing  permission  to  extend  operation  that 
have  been  approved  for  the  vessel  in  the 
Southeastern  Pacific  Ocean  and  the 
Western  Indian  Ocean  to  Include  all 
areas  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  south  of  the 
Equator  and  all  of  the  Indian  Ocean. 

Joseph  W.  Slavik, 
Associate  Director 
for  Resource  Utilization. 

[FR  Doc.76-6819  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration  Office 

[Doc.  No.  N-76— 488;  Case  No.  ED-76-31 

DAYTON  LAKES  ESTATES 
Rescheduling  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Dayton  Lake  Estates, 
Trinity  River  Properties  Corporation  and 
Ms.  Marion  M.  Hazard,  sole  owner; 
OILSR  No.  0-3060-49-332. 

You  are  hereby  notified  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above  matter  which  had  orig¬ 
inally  been  scheduled  for  February  22, 
1976  has  been  Rescheduled  at  the  request 
of:  mutual  agreement. 

The  Rescheduled  hearing  will  be  held 
at  451  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410,  Room  7146  on  March  4,  1976,  at 
2:0(1  p.m. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1976. 

James  W.  Mast, 

Administrative  Law  Judge,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development. 

[FR  Doc.76-6788  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 


[Case  No.  75-247-18] 

WOLF  RIVER  RANCH  SUBDIVISION 
Rescheduling  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Wolf  River  Ranch 
Subdivision;  OILSR  No.  0-2985-28-56/ 
A/B. 

You  are  hereby  notified  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above  matter  which  had  origi¬ 
nally  been  scheduled  for  February  25, 
1976  has  been  rescheduled  at  the  request 
of:  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

TheR 

The  rescheduled  hearing  will  be  held 
at  451  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20410,  Room  7146,  on  March  5,  1976,  at 
10:00  am. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Febru¬ 
ary  24, 1976. 

James  W.  Mast, 

Administrative  Law  Judge,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development. 

[FR  Doc.76-6787  Filed  3-9-76;8:46  am] 


AMERICAN  INDIAN  POLICY 
REVIEW  COMMISSION 
HEARINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provision  of  the  Joint  Resolution  estab¬ 
lishing  the  American  Indian  Policy  Re¬ 
view  Commission  (Pub.  L.  93-580),  as 
amended,  that  hearings  related  to  their 
proceedings  will  be  held  in  conjunction 
with  Commission  Task  Force  #10’s  in¬ 
vestigation  of  terminated  and  non-fed- 
erally  recognized  Indians.  An  informal 
hearing  to  cover  the  states  of  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia  and 
Alabama  will  be  held  on  March  27,  1976 
from  9:00  a.m.  until  5:00  p.m.  in  the 
Mineral  Board  Room  of  the  Louisiana 
State  Natural  Resources  Building,  625 
North  4th  St.,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana. 

The  American  Indian  Policy  Review 
Commission  has  been  authorized  by  Con¬ 
gress  to  conduct  a  comprehensive  review 
of  the  historical  and  legal  developments 
underlying  the  unique  relationship  of 
Indians  to  the  Federal  Government  in 
order  to  determine  the  nature  and  scope 
of  necessary  revision  in  the  formulation 
of  policies  and  programs  for  the  benefit 
of  Indians.  The  Commission  is  composed 
of  eleven  members,  three  of  whom  were 
appointed  from  the  Senate,  three  from 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  five 
members  of  the  Indian  community 
elected  by  the  Congressional  members. 

The  actual  investigations  are  con¬ 
ducted  by  eleven  task  forces  in  desig¬ 
nated  subject  areas.  These  hearings  will 
focus  on  issues  related  to  the  studies  of 
Task  Force  #10’s  investigation  of  Ter¬ 
minated  and  non-Federally  Recognized 
Indians.  The  Task  Force  on  Indian  Edu¬ 
cation  (Task  Force  #5)  will  join  Task 
Force  #10  in  hearing  testimony. 

Persons  interested  in  submitting  testi¬ 
mony  for  any  of  the  hearings  should 
call  Ms.  Jo  Jo  Hunt  or  George  Tomer 
at  202-225-1284,  3446  or  3526  or  write 
to  them  at  the  American  Indian  Policy 
Review  Commission,  HOB  Annex  #2, 
Second  and  D  Streets  SW,  Washington 
DC  20515. 

Dated:  March  5,  1976. 

Kirke  Kickingbird, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.76-6806  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  27813;  Agreements  C.A.B.  25705  and 
25709;  R-l  and  R-2;  Order  76-3-28] 

Agreements  Adopted  by  the  Joint  Confer¬ 
ences  of  the  International  Air  Transport 
Association;  Order 

PASSENGER  FARE  AND  CURRENCY 
MATTERS 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
March  3, 1976. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 


foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Traffic  Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (IATA) .  The 
agreements,  which  were  adopted  by  mail 
vote,  have  been  assigned  the  above  desig¬ 
nated  C.A.B.  agreement  numbers. 

Agreement  C.AJ.  25705  proposes  sur¬ 
charges  of  15  percent  and  24  percent  on 
passenger  sales  from  Greece  to  points  in 
Europe/ Africa  and  Asia  and  over  the 
South  Atlantic,  respectively. 

Agreement  C.A.B.  25709  amends  add¬ 
ons  for  French  Provincial  points  used  to 
construct  through  fares  over  the  South 
Atlantic. 

We  are  approving  the  agreements  in 
as  much  as  they  affect  fares  which  are 
combinable  with  fares  to/from  United 
States  points  and  thus  have  indirect  ap¬ 
plication  in  air  transportation  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Act. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found  that  the 
following  resolutions,  incorporated  in  the 
agreements  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the 
public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act: 
Agreement 

CAB  IATA  resolutions 

25705: 

R-l -  JT23  (Mail  3)  022f,  JT123  (MaU 

3)  022f. 

R-2 -  JT12  (Mail  3)  022h,  JT123  (Mail 

3)  02 2h. 

25709: 

R-l -  JT12  (Mail  885  )  054c. 

R-2 -  JT12  (MaU  885  )  064c. 

Accordingly,  It  Is  Ordered  That: 

Agreements  C.A.B.  25705,  R-l  and  R-2, 
and  C.A.B.  25709,  R-l  and  R-2,  be  and 
hereby  are  approved. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above 
period,  unless  within  such  period  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the 
Board  gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this 
order  on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  James  L.  Deegan,  Chief,  Passenger 
and  Cargo  Rates  Division,  Bureau  of 
Economics. 

[seal!  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6850  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  27573  Agreement  C.A.B.  25712  R-l 
through  R-3;  Order  76-3-27] 

SPECIFIC  AGREEMENT  ADOPTED  BY  THE 
JOINT  TRAFFIC  CONFERENCES  OF  THE 
INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT  AS¬ 
SOCIATION 

Order 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
March  4, 1976. 
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An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  car¬ 
riers  embodied  In  the  resolutions  of  the 
Joint  Traffic  Conference  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transport  Association 
(LATA),  and  adopted  pursuant  to  the 


Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  In  the  Board’s  Regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  Is  not  found  that  the 
subject  agreement  is  adverse  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  or  In  violation  of  the  Act, 
provided  that  approval  Is  subject  to  the 
conditions  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  It  Is  ordered  that: 

Agreement  CAJ.  25712,  R-l  through 
R^-3,  Is  approved,  provided  that  approval 
shall  not  constitute  approval  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  commodity  descriptions  contained 
therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  publica¬ 
tions  ;  provided  further  that  tariff  filings 
shall  be  marked  to  become  effective  on 
not  less  than  30  days’  notice  from  the 
date  of  filing. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above 
period,  unless  within  such  period  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  thereof  Is  filed  of  the 
Board  gives  notice  that  it  will  review 
this  order  on  Its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  James  L.  Deegan,  Chief,  Passenger 
and  Cargo  Rates  Division,  Bureau  of 
Economics. 

[seal]  Phyllis  T.  Kay  lor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  76-6849  Piled  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  28825  and  22859;  76-3-31  ] 

DELTA  AIR  LINES,  INC.,  EASTERN  AIR 
LINES,  INC. 

Domestic  Air  Freight  Rate  Investigation; 
Order  of  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  Its  office  In  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  4th  day  of  March,  1976. 


»  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishing 
Company,  Agent,  Tariff  CA.B.  No.  169. 


provisions  of  Resolution  590  dealing 
with  specific  commodity  rates. 

The  agreement  names  additional  spe¬ 
cific  commodity  rates  as  set  forth  below, 
reflecting  reductions  from  general  car¬ 
go  rates;  and  was  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  In  an  LATA  letter  dated 
February  24, 1976. 


By  tariff  revisions 1  posted  January  20, 
and  marked  for  effectiveness  March  5, 
1976,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (Delta)  pro¬ 
poses  to  establish  a  rule  providing  for 
general  commodity  discount  rates  for 
high-density  traffic.  The  proposed  rates 
offer  a  40  percent  reduction  from  the 
otherwise  applicable  general  commodity 
rates,  are  subject  to  a  minimum  density 
of  25  pounds  per  cubic  foot  and  a  mini¬ 
mum  shipment  weight  of  250  pounds,  and 
will  not  be  loaded  aboard  aircraft  until 
all  other  revenue  traffic  has  been  accom¬ 
modated.  The  rates  would  not  be  subject 
to  Rule  Nos.  50  (Charges  for  Weight) ,  54 
(Charges  on  Mixed  Shipments),  or  73 
(Assembly  and  Distribution  Service)  of 
Official  Air  Freight  Rules  Tariff  No.  1-B, 
C.A.B.  No.  96,  Issued  by  Airline  Tariff 
Publishing  Company,  Agent.  The  pro¬ 
posal  Is  marked  to  expire  with  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1976. 

A  complaint  requesting  suspension  and 
Investigation  of  the  proposal  has  been 
submitted  by  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc. 
(Eastern) .  The  complaint  contends, 
inter  alia,  that,  contrary  to  Delta’s  as¬ 
sertion  that  the  rates  recover  noncapac¬ 
ity  costs  plus  50  percent  of  capacity  costs, 
many  rates.  Including  those  between  At¬ 
lanta,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Chicago, 
Houston,  and  New  York,  on  the  other, 
do  not  even  recover  noncapacity  costs; 
and  that  Delta  has  submitted  no  evidence 
supporting  its  diversion  estimates.  East¬ 
ern  further  states  that  It  Is  not  opposed 
to  discount  rates  based  on  density,  but 
that  they  must  be  grounded  upon  the 
costs  of  air  transportation,  as  determined 
In  the  Domestic  Air  Freight  Rate  Inves¬ 
tigation  ( DAFRI ) ,  Docket  22859,  and  not 
upon  Delta’s  already  “woefully  low  air 
freight  rates.”  Eastern  proposes  a  de¬ 
fensive  filing,  joining  Delta’s  rule  with 
the  same  effective  date. 

In  support  of  the  proposal,  and  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  complaint.  Delta  asserts, 
inter  alia,  that  density  rates  have  tra¬ 
ditionally  been  offered  by  surface  car¬ 
riers;  that  the  optimum  density  of  belly 
freight  for  Delta  *  Is  between  20  and  25 


»  Delta  operates  no  all-cargo  aircraft. 


pounds  per  cubic  foot;  that  industry - 
average  freight  density  is  8.61  pounds 
per  cubic  foot;  and  that  the  proposal 
win  attract  hlgh-density  traffic  currently 
moving  by  surface  and  would  thus  In¬ 
crease  the  average  freight  density  to  a 
more  nearly  optimum  level.  The  carrier 
further  claims  that  the  proposal  would 
only  subject  2.2  percent  of  Its  current 
freight  shipments  to  dilution,  and  would 
generate  $900,000  to  $1  million  of  addi¬ 
tional  revenue  monthly;  that  to  base 
the  discounts  on  DAFRI  rate  levels, 
which  the  Board  has  not  yet  approved, 
is  incongruous.  In  that  it  would  result 
in  numerous  “discount”  rates  that  ex¬ 
ceed  the  general  commodity  rate;  and 
that  the  effectiveness  of  density  rates 
has  been  demonstrated  by  the  LTL-AIR 
service  offered  by  WTC  Air  Freight,  an 
air  freight  forwarder.  Finally,  Delta 
argues  that  the  most  opportune  time  for 
the  Board  to  investigate  the  proposal 
is  upon  Its  expiry,  when  its  “viability  in 
the  marketplace”  can  be  tested. 

The  proposed  rates  come  within  the 
scope  of  the  Domestic  Air  Freight  Rate 
Investigation  iDAFRI),  Docket  22859, 
and  their  lawfulness  will  be  determined 
In  that  proceeding.  The  Issue  now  before 
the  Board  Is  whether  to  suspend  them, 
or  to  permit  them  to  become  effective 
pending  decision. 

Delta  In  Its  justification  asserts  that 
its  rates  cover  industry-average  non¬ 
capacity  costs  plus  50  percent  of  ca¬ 
pacity  costs.  Our  examination  of  Delta’s 
justification,  however,  reveals  that  not 
only  do  the  rates  fall  to  cover  the  fevel 
claimed  by  the  carrier  but  fall  far  short, 
in  many  instances,  of  even  covering  non¬ 
capacity  costs.  Accordingly,  Delta  has 
failed  to  cost-justify  the  rates  as  pro¬ 
posed.  The  Board,  however,  would  be 
prepared  to  consider  a  new  filing  of  rates 
which  would  meet  the  standards  enunci¬ 
ated  in  Order  76-1-80*  or  any  other 
standard  which  Delta  may  demonstrate 
Is  more  appropriate.  The  Board  believes 
there  may  be  significant  merit  in  an  ex¬ 
perimental  density-related  discount 
which  might  well  result  in  traffic  gen¬ 
eration  and  Improved  utilization  of  the 
belly  compartment  on  combination  serv¬ 
ice  aircraft.  Inasmuch  as  the  proposal 
Is  Intended  to  increase  belly  loads,  we 
believe  any  experiment  should  be  limited 
to  daylight  tenders,  eg.,  from  4  a  m.  to 
4  pm. 

Since  the  proposed  rates  are  published 
by  rule,  and  not  on  a  point-to-point  basis, 
it  Is  impracticable  to  suspend  only  those 
rates  which  do  not  cover  10  percent  of 
capacity  cost,4  and  the  Board  will  con- 


■  See  Order  76-1-80,  dated  January  22, 1976, 
wherein  the  Board  enunciated  Its  position 
that  specific  commodity  rates  should  recover 
at  least  10  percent  of  capacity  costs.  In  nu¬ 
merous  markets,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  would  not  cover  even  noncapacity 
costs. 

*  For  present  purposes,  the  costs  utilized 
are  the  same  as  those  presented  In  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Economies’  brief  to  the  Board,  which 
are  essentially  consistent  In  methodology 
with  the  Initial  Decision  In  the  Domestic  Air 
Freight  Rate  Investigation,  Docket  22859. 
Further,  these  calendar  year  1974  costs  have 
been  updated,  on  an  Interim  basis,  to  reflect 
the  levels  prevailing  during  the  nine-month 
period  ended  September  80, 1975. 


Agreement  Specific 

CAB  commodity  Description  and  rate 

item  No. 

28712 

R-l .  410t>  Aircraft  engine*  and  parts  of  aircraft,1  234«/kg,  minimum  weight  250  kg,  191f/kE,  mini¬ 

mum  weight  500  kg.  From  New  York  to  Dakar. 

R-2 .  8109  Human  blood,*  1434/kg,  minimum  weight  100  kg.  From  Zurich  to  New  York. 

H-3 .  2199  Yarn,  thread,  fibres,  textiles,  textile  manufactures,  wearing  apparel,1 303f/kg,  minimum 

weight  100kg,  249i/kg,  minimum  weight  500  kg,  21?«/kg,  minimum  weight  1,000  kg. 
From  Bombay/DeM  to  Los  Angeles.  3094/kg,  minimum  weight  100kg,  2664/kg, 
minimum  weight  500  kg,  2254/kg,  minimum  weight  1,000  kg.  From  Calcutta/M  ad  ras 
to  Los  Angeles. 


*  See  applicable  tariffs  for  complete  commodity  description. 
'  New  daeaription. 
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sequently  suspend  Delta’s  entire  proposal, 
as  well  as  Eastern’s  defensive  filing,  pend¬ 
ing  DAFRI. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002  there¬ 
of. 

It  is  ordered  that: 

1.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  rates,  charges,  and  provisions 
in  Rule  No.  83  on  2nd  and  3rd  Revised 
Pages  42-M  of  Airline  Tariff  Publishing 
Company,  Agent,  Tariff  C.A.B.  No.  169, 
are  suspended  and  their  use  deferred  to 
and  including  June  2,  1976,  unless  other¬ 
wise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that  no 
changes  be  made  therein  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  suspension,  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board; 

2.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  complaint  of  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc. 
in  Docket  28825  is  dismissed;  and 

3.  Copies  of  this  order  will  be  filed  with 
the  tariff  and  served  upon  Delta  Air 
Lines,  Inc.  and  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

’  This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.0 

[seal]  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6851  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  ami 


[Docket  28795;  Order  76-3-361 

AMERICAN  SOCIETY  OF  TRAVEL 
AGENTS,  INC. 

Order  Authorizing  Discussions 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  application  of  The 
American  Society  of  Travel  Agents,  Inc., 
for  Board  authorization  of  discussions* 
among  ASTA  and  two  or  more  air  car¬ 
riers  concerning  the  establishment  of  a 
joint  travel  agent/air  carrier  computer¬ 
ized  reservations  system. 

The  American  Society  of  Travel 
Agents,  Inc.  (ASTA)  has  requested 
Board  authorization  to  solicit  the  co¬ 
operation  and  assistance  of  two  or  more 
individual  air  carrier  members  of  the 
Air  Traffic  Conference  of  America  and 
to  conduct  joint  discussions  for  a  period 
of  six  months  with  such  air  carriers  for 
the  purpose  of  (1)  studying  the  feasibil¬ 
ity  and  cost  of  developing  and  imple¬ 
menting  a  joint  travel  agent/air  carrier 
computerized  reservations  system  and,  if 
feasible,  (2)  developing  an  agreement  for 
the  establishment  and  implementation 
of  such  a  system. 

In  support  of  its  request,  ASTA  states 
that  it  has  both  undertaken  its  own 
study  and  participated  in  others  con¬ 
cerning  a  computerized  reservations 
system  which  would  bring  computer 
capabilities  to  the  nation’s  travel  agents 
for  the  purpose  of  increased  efficiency 
and  convenience  in  connection  with  air¬ 
line  reservations  functions. 

ASTA  participated  in  recent  discus¬ 
sions  authorized  by  the  Board  among  all 


6  Concurring  statement  of  Mlnetti  and  West 
filed  as  part  of  the  original. 


U.S.  scheduled  air  carriers  and  jointly 
with  suppliers  of  computer  equipment 
and  programs,  as  well  as  travel  agents 
and  commercial  accounts  for  the  purpose 
of  studying  the  feasibility  and  cost  of  de¬ 
veloping  an  industrywide  computerized 
reservations  system  and,  if  feasible,  de¬ 
veloping  an  agreement  establishing  such 
a  system.1  The  discussion  group  produced 
a  study  which  concluded  that  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  Joint  Industry  Computerized 
Reservations  System  (JICRS)  would  be 
technically  feasible  and  economically  at¬ 
tractive.  However,  the  assumptions  used 
by  the  study  teams  to  arrive  at  their  con¬ 
clusions  were  not  accepted  by  all  of  the 
carriers.  After  continued  debate  among 
the  carriers  on  the  assumptions  and  con¬ 
clusions  of  the  JICRS  report,  ASTA  sub¬ 
mitted  its  own  proposal  to  the  carriers 
of  an  industrywide  reservations  system 
which  would  be  jointly  owned  by  travel 
agents,  carriers,  and  a  third  party  vendor. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  carriers  held  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1976,  called  to  consider  the  ASTA 
proposal  and  the  future  of  the  JICRS’ 
discussions,  the  carriers  found  themselves 
split  over  support  for  any  system  and,  in 
turn,  over  support  for  the  system  pro¬ 
posed  by  ASTA.  At  the  conclusion  of  this 
meeting  the  carriers  issued  a  statement 
saying  that  they  found  among  themselves 
a  lack  of  agreement  that  any  industry 
system  would  be  economically  viable  and 
therefore  decided  against  the  ASTA  pro¬ 
posal,  but  indicated  that  a  number  of  car¬ 
riers  were  willing  to  entertain,  on  an  in¬ 
dividual  basis,  any  specific  ASTA  pro¬ 
posal  for  an  industry  system.  Thereafter, 
the  Board’s  discussion  authority  termi¬ 
nated  on  February  1, 1976. 

ASTA  now  seeks,  in  effect,  to  renew  the 
discussions  that  had  terminated.  The 
system  to  be  discussed  would  be  identical 
to  the  one  it  previously  proposed  with 
one  exception.  ASTA,  with  informal  sup¬ 
port  from  several  carriers  envisions  a 
system  that  would  not  be  industrywide, 
at  least  initially,  but,  Instead,  one  that 
could  offer  benefits  similar  to  those  an¬ 
ticipated  in  the  JICRS  study  even  if  only 
two,  three,  or  four  carriers  elected  to 
participate. 

ASTA  points  out  that  there  is  a  need 
for  a  system  such  as  it  proposes  and  that 
there  is  a  significant  amount  of  support 
for  it  in  the  air  carrier  industry.  ASTA 
submits  that  disagreement  among  the 
carriers,  which  has  presently  rendered 
unlikely  an  industrywide  system,  should 
not  halt  efforts  to  bring  computer  capa¬ 
bilities  to  the  nation’s  10,000  travel 
agency  locations.  Board  authorization  of 
joint  travel  agent/air  carrier  discussions 
is  therefore  requested  for  the  purpose 
of  developing  a  workable  multicarrier 
automated  reservations  system. 

Answers  in  support  of  the  application 
were  filed  by  several  carriers,2  and  by  the 


1  Order  74-11-37,  as  amended  by  order  75- 
4-62. 

3  Pan  American  World  Airways,  American 
Airlines,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Allegheny  Airlines, 
National  Airlines,  Braniff  Airways,  Northwest 
Airlines,  and  Western  Air  Lines.  The  motions 
of  Braniff,  Northwest,  and  Western  for  leave 
to  file  late  answers  wUl  be  granted. 


American  Automobile  Association 
(AAA)  .*  The  carriers  and  AAA  generally 
indicate  that  they  are  prepared  to  partic¬ 
ipate  actively  in  the  proposed  discus¬ 
sions  and  urge  approval  of  ASTA’s  re¬ 
quest.  No  answers  in  opposition  to  the 
application  were  filed. 

The  Board  has  previously  stated  that  it 
views  the  establishment  of  a  common 
automated  reservations  system  as  one 
which  would  inure  to  the  benefit  of  the 
airlines,  travel  agents,  and  the  public 
through  the  provision  of  a  more  efficient 
reservation  system  than  presently  avail¬ 
able.4  As  noted  above,  the  Board  recently 
authorized  intercarrier  discussions  of 
such  a  system,  after  observing  that  a 
properly  planned,  common  reservations 
system  could  provide  important  public 
benefits  through  time  and  cost  savings.5 
Braniff  in  its  answer  has  pointed  out  that 
a  common  system  would  avoid  the  pref¬ 
erence  for  large  carriers  and  the  preju¬ 
dice  against  small  carirers  that  would 
result  if  the  agents  have  only  equipment 
that  tends  to  make  them  place  bookings 
with  the  installing  carrier.* 

In  light  of  the  above  considerations 
and  our  recent  authorization  in  this 
area,7  we  continue  to  believe  that  the 
subject  discussions  may  serve  a  serious 
transportation  need  and  offer  a  potential 
for  securing  important  public  benefits. 

The  application  by  ASTA  for  discus¬ 
sion  authorization  is  unique  in  that  it 
seeks  Board  relief  to  allow  it  (ASTA)  to 
conduct  discussions  with  two  or  more  air 
carriers.  The  parties  would,  of  course,  be 
engaged  in  discussions  that  will,  if  suc¬ 
cessful,  lead  to  an  agreement  between, 
among  others,  various  air  carriers.  The 
agreement  would  then  be  filed  with  the 
Board  as  one  between  air  carriers  and 
affecting  air  transportation  as  required 
by  section  412  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act.  Since,  however,  the  discussions 
herein  leading  to  an  agreement  may  have 
antitrust  implications,  ASTA  has  sought 
approval  in  order  to  be  protected  from 
the  ambit  of  the  antitrust  laws.  In  these 
circumstances,  the  Board  has  warned 
that  it  is  not  prepared  to  approve  agree¬ 
ments  involving  sensitive  antitrust  areas 
where  the  agreements  were  reached  in 
discussions  not  approved  and  monitored 
by  the  Board.”  Consequently,  in  view  of 
the  aforementioned  public  benefits  that 
could  inure  from  a  common  automated 


*  The  motion  of  AAA  for  leave  to  file  a  late 
answer  will  be  granted. 

*  Order  No.  E-25635,  dated  Sept.  6,  1967. 

8  Order  74-11-37,  at  4. 

•It  shoud  also  be  noted  that  when  the 
recent  discussions  ended  without  any  agree¬ 
ment  on  a  common  system,  they  were  quickly 
followed  by  United  Air  Lines  then  American 
Airlines  and  Trans  World  Airlines,  making 
individual  offers  to  travel  agents  to  provide 
them  with  automated  reservations  and 
ticketing  equipment.  Reports  described  the 
moves  as  likely  to  produce  a  costly  intra¬ 
industry  battle  to  be  the  first  to  install  the 
units  in  a  travel  agent’s  office  to  obtain  a 
disproportionate  share  of  the  agent’s  busi¬ 
ness.  The  Wall  Street  Jounral,  January  29, 
1976,  at  6,  col.  3  and  February  2,  1976,  at  2, 
col.  2. 

3  Order  74-11-37. 

•Order  70-11-35,  at  2. 
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reservation  systems,  the  Board  will  ap¬ 
prove  the  Intercarrier  discussions  and 
thereby  immunize  them  from  any  anti¬ 
trust  liability  which  might  otherwise  re¬ 
sult  therefrom  as  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  section  412  of  the  Act* 
Appropriate  conditions  are  attached  to 
the  discussion  authority  to  ensure  that 
any  agreement  that  might  be  reached  is 
one  that  has  properly  considered  the 
views  of  all  Interested  persons. 

Accordingly,  It  Is  Ordered  That: 

1.  The  application  herein  for  authori¬ 
zation  of  Intercarrier  discussions  con¬ 
cerning  the  creation  of  a  multicarrier 
computerized  reservation  system  be  and 
*t  hereby  is  granted,  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions: 

(a)  All  U.S.  certificated  air  carriers 
and  all  interested  travel  agents  and/or 
their  trade  associations  shall  be  given 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  all  dis¬ 
cussions  and  activities  held  pursuant  to 
this  order; 

(b)  The  discussion  meetings,  and 
other  study  activities  authorized  by  this 
order  may  take  place  at  dates,  times,  and 
locations  determined  by  the  parties; 

(c)  Representatives  of  the  Board,  the 
Department  of  Transportation,  and  the 
Department  of  Justice  shall  be  permitted 
to  attend  each  of  these  discussion  meet¬ 
ings  as  observers; 

(d)  Notices,  agenda,  ground  rules  for 
the  oral  presentation  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  of  their  views,  suggestions,  and  re¬ 
quests  to  the  discussants,  as  well  as  an 
address  to  which  written  comments  for 
consideration  by  the  discussants  can  be 
sent,  pertaining  to  each  noncontinuous 
meeting  K  authorized  herein,  shall  be  sent 
to  (1)  all  persons  participating  in  these 
discussions,  (2)  the  Board’s  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion,  and  (3)  all  other  persons  who  so 
request;  such  items  are  to  be  filed  with 
the  Board  and  sent  to  the  other  persons 
enumerated  not  later  than  5  business 
days  before  each  meeting;  further  the 
parties  shall  provide  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  oral  and  written  presentations  by 
Interested  persons  before  the  start  of,  or 
during  each  noncontinuous  meeting  au¬ 
thorized  herein,  and  then  after  an  oral 
presentation  by  discussants  of  the  tenta¬ 
tive  conclusions  reached  in  their  execu¬ 
tive  sessions; 

(e)  Complete  and  detailed  minutes  of 
these  discussions  shall  be  maintained  by 
the  participants,  including  a  summary  of 
each  item  discussed  and  the  opinions  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  discussants  on  each  point 
(but  without  identification  of  the  airline 
or  airline  representative  making  each 
point) ;  such  minutes  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Board’s  Docket  Section,  and  sent  to 
all  other  persons  who  so  request,11  within 


•Id.;  41  Op.A.G.  41  (1957). 

“By  noncontinuous  meeting,  we  mean  a 
meeting  beginning  5  or  more  business  days 
after  conclusion  of  the  previous  meeting. 

u  The  discussants  are  not  precluded  from 
setting  a  nominal  charge  to  be  paid  for  those 
requesting  copies  of  the  minutes;  such  charge 
should  not  exceed  the  cost  of  duplicating  and 
sending  such  copies.  ASTA  will  serve  as  the 
party  to  contact  to  make  such  requests.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  addressed  to  Paul  8. 
Quinn,  Counsel  for  ASTA,  Wilkinson,  Cragun 
and  Barker,  1735  New  Tork  A ve„  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006. 


NOTICES 

&  business  days  after  the  date  of  each 

meeting; 

tf>  Any  agreement  or  agreements 
reached  as  a  result  of  the  discussions  au¬ 
thorised  herein  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
section  412(a)  of  the  Act  (49  U.8.C.  1382) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  (14  C.P.R.  261)  and  Subpart 
P  of  the  Board’s  Rules  of  Practice  (14 
C.F.R.  302.1608)  and  shall  not  become 
effective  unless  and  until  approved  by  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(b)  of  the 
Act;  the  air  carriers  filing  the  agreement 
shall  accompany  their  application  with  a 
detailed  justification  for  each  aspect  of 
it; 

(g)  The  authorization  granted  herein 
shall  expire  after  September  1,  1976;  and 

(h)  The  authorization  granted  herein 
may  be  extended,  modified,  clarified,  or 
revoked  at  any  time  by  the  Board  or  by 
the  Director  of  its  Bureau  of  Operating 
Rights  (action  by  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights  to  be  subject 
to  the  procedures  for  review  of  staff  ac¬ 
tion  contained  in  Subpart  C  of  14  C.P.R. 
385); 

2.  The  motions  of  AAA,  Braniff ,  North¬ 
west,  and  Western  for  leave  to  file  late 
answers,  be  and  they  hereby  are  granted; 
and 

3.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
all  other  outstanding  requests  in  this 
docket  be  and  they  hereby  are  denied. 

This  order  shall  be  served  on  all  certif¬ 
icated  air  carriers,  on  all  other  persons 
who  responded  to  the  application  herein, 
and  on  the  United  States  Departments 
of  Transportation  and  Justice. 

This  order  shall  also  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

JsealI  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-6852  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

NEW  YORK  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  New  York 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this  Com¬ 
mission  will  convene  at  4:00  p.m.  and 
end  at  6:00  p.m.  on  April  13,  1976,  at  the 
Phelps  Stoke  Fund,  10  East  87th  Street. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
person,  or  the  Northeastern  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission,  Room  1639,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  NY  10007. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  status  report  of  existing  projects. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  4, 
1976. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doe  76-  6699  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REGULATION 

OF  COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 

PROFESSIONALS 

Meetings 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  1,  10(a), 
that  the  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission  Advisory  Committee  on  Reg¬ 
ulation  of  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Professionals  ("Advisory  Committee  on 
Commodity  Futures  Trading  Profession¬ 
als”)  will  conduct  the  following  meet¬ 
ings:  March  25,  1976  at  the  Los  Angeles 
Hilton  Hotel,  930  Wilshire  Boulevard, 
Los  Angeles,  California,  in  the  Garden 
East  Room,  beginning  at  10:00  a.m.;  and 
March  26,  1976  at  the  Hyatt  Hotel  on 
Union  Square,  345  Stockton  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  in  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  A  Room,  beginning  at  10:00  a.m. 
The  objectives  and  scope  of  activities  of 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Professionals  will  be  to 
consider  and  submit  reports  and  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Commission  on  the 
following  subjects: 

Standard  for  regulation  under  the  Com¬ 
modity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  of  do¬ 
mestic  and  foreign  commodity  futures 
trading  professionals.  Including  commodity 
trading  advisors,  commodity  pool  operators, 
futures  commission  merchants,  door  brokers, 
and  associated  persons. 

The  summarized  agendas  for  the  meet¬ 
ings  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Churning. 

(2)  Suitability/know  your  customer. 

(3)  Discretionary  acoounts. 

(4)  Supervision  of  customer  accounts. 

(5)  Advertising  practices. 

(6)  Records  of  customer  orders. 

The  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  is  em¬ 
powered  to  conduct  the  meetings  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment,  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business. 
Any  member  of  the  public  that  wishes  to 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee  should  mail  a  copy  of  the  state¬ 
ment  to  Mrs.  Harrison,  The  Advisory 
Committee  on  Commodity  Futures  Trad¬ 
ing  Professionals,  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission,  1120  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036,  at 
least  five  days  before  the  meeting.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  that  wish  to  make  oral 
statements  should  inform  David  Gary, 
telephone  202-254-6354,  at  least  five  days 
before  the  meeting,  and  reasonable  pro¬ 
vision  will  be  made  for  their  appearance 
on  the  agenda. 

The  Commission  is  maintaining  a  list 
of  persons  interested  in  the  operations  of 
this  advisory  committee  and  will  mail 
notice  af  the  meetings  of  this  committee 
to  those  persons.  Interested  persons  may 
have  their  names  placed  on  this  list  by 
writing  DeVan  L.  Shumway,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Information,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission,  1120  Con- 
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necticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036. 

Dated:  March 4, 1976. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.76-6743  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IOPP-50061A:  FRL  501-2] 

CIBA  GEIGY  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-3036  appearing  at  page 
4853  in  the  issue  of  February  2.  1976,  the 
following  correction  should  be  made: 

The  second  line  of  the  second  para¬ 
graph  now  reading  . .  100-EUP-41)  al¬ 
lows  the  use  of  4,960  .  .  should  read 
“.  .  .  100-EUP-41)  allows  the  use  of 
2,480  .  . 

The  seventh  line  of  the  second  para¬ 
graph  now  reading  **.  .  .  5.660  acres  is 
involved;  the  program  is  . , should  read 

.  .  2,830  acres  is  involved:  the  program 
is  .  . 

Dated:  March  3,  1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr.. 

Director.  Registration  Division. 

|FR  Doc.76  6862  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


IOPP-240007;  FRL  500-8 1 

MICHIGAN  AND  WISCONSIN 

Approval  of  Requests  for  Interim  Certifica¬ 
tion  To  Register  Pesticides  to  Meet 
“Special  Local  Needs" 

On  July  3,  1975,  final  regulations  for 
the  registration,  reregistration,  and 
classification  of  pesticides  pursuant  to 
section  3  of  the  Federal  Insecticide. 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  7 
U.S.C.  136),  were  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (40  FR  28241).  These 
regulations  became  effective  August  4, 
1975.  Since  that  date.  States  have  been 
prohibited  from  issuing  new  registra¬ 
tions  for  pesticide  products  or  uses  of 
pesticide  products  which  are  not  regis¬ 
tered  by  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA),  except  pursuant  to  certi¬ 
fication  from  the  Administrator  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  24(c)  of  FIFRA. 

On  September  3,  1975,  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  for  State  Registration  of  Pesti¬ 
cides  to  Meet  Special  Local  Needs  under 
section  24(c),  FIFRA,  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  40538) . 
Since  it  did  not  prove  possible  to  pro¬ 
mulgate  final  section  24(c)  regulations 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  FIFRA 
section  3  regulations,  some  interruption 
in  the  authority  of  States  to  register 
pesticides  has  occurred.  In  order  to  pre¬ 
vent  further  disruption  of  State  regis¬ 
tration  programs  (particularly  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  minor  uses),  a  procedure  has 
been  established  by  which  States  may 
request  interim  certification  to  register 
pesticides  to  meet  special  local  needs  un¬ 
til  such  time  as  the  final  section  24(c) 


regulations  are  promulgated.  If  such  a 
request  is  granted,  a  State  may  register 
pestcides  subject  to  the  terms  of  the  cer¬ 
tification  and  other  limitations  set  out 
in  the  Preamble  to  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions.  Interim  certification  will  expire  if 
the  State  has  not  submitted  a  plan  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  final  section  24(c)  regula¬ 
tions  within  60  days  after  the  effective 
date  of  these  regulations,  or.  if  such  a 
plan  is  submitted  and  it  is  disapproved 
by  the  Administrator,  on  the  effective 
date  of  the  Administrator’s  disapproval. 

A  state  may  request  interim  certifica¬ 
tion  to  register  pesticides  to  meet  special 
local  needs  at  any  time  by  having  the 
Governor  or  Chief  Executive  Officer  or 
their  designee  submit  a  request  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Administrator.  The  request 
shall  satisfy  the  requirements  set  out  in 
the  Federal  Register  announcement  of 
the  Interim  Certification  program  (40 
FR  40542),  and  the  statutory  standard 
set  forth  in  section  24(c)  of  FIFRA. 

The  Federal  Register  announcement 
of  the  Interim  Certification  program  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  Administrator  shall  notify 
the  State  of  his  approval  or  denial  of  a 
request  for  Interim  Certification  and 
publish  notice  of  approval  or  denial  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  announce¬ 
ment  further  states  that  since  the  Agency 
expects  Interim  Certification  to  be  of 
limited  duration,  it  will  not  solicit  pub¬ 
lic  comment  with  respect  to  requests  for 
Interim  Certification.  Adequate  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  comment  on  State  plans 
submitted  pursuant  to  final  section  24(c) 
regulations  is  provided  for  in  proposed 
section  162.158(c). 

The  Agency  has  received  Requests  for 
Interim  Certification  to  register  pesti¬ 
cides  to  meet  special  local  needs  (Re¬ 
quests)  )  from  the  States  of  Michigan 
and  Wisconsin.  After  reviewing  the  Re¬ 
quests,  the  Agency  found  that  they  sat¬ 
isfy  the  requirements  set  forth  in  the 
Federal  Register  announcement,  and 
that  they  demonstrate  that  each  of  the 
States  is  capable  of  exercising  adequate 
controls  to  assure  that  special  local  needs 
registrations  it  issues  pursuant  to  In¬ 
terim  Certification  will  be  in  accord  with 
the  purposes  of  FIFRA. 

Accordingly,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that 
the  EPA  has  approved  Requests  for  In¬ 
terim  Certification  from  the  States  of 
Michigan  and  Wisconsin  as  described  be¬ 
low,  subject  to  the  terms  set  forth  in  the 
Federal  Register  document  of  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1975. 

Michican  and  Wisconsin 

Requests  for  Interim  Certification 
sought  authority  to  register  “new  prod¬ 
ucts”,  as  that  term  is  defined  in  section 
162.152(g)  of  the  proposed  regulations, 
to  amend  EPA  registrations  which  in¬ 
volve  “changed  use  patterns”,  as  that 
term  is  defined  in  section  162.152(c),  and 
to  amend  EPA  registrations  which  do  not 
involve  changed  use  patterns.  TTie 
Agency  has  found  that  the  specific  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interim  Certification 
program  are  satisfied  in  the  Requests. 
Procedures  for  product  hazard  review 
and  efficacy  determination  are  part  of 


the  States'  registration  programs;  these 
procedures  are  adequate  to  assure  that 
special  local  needs  registrations  issued 
by  these  States  will  be  in  accord  with 
the  purposes  of  FIFRA. 

The  State  agencies  which  have  been 
designated  responsible  for  issuance  of 
such  registrations  are,  respectively,  the 
Michigan  Department  of  Agriculture, 
and  the  Wisconsin  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  These  Agencies  were  notified  on 
February  12,  1976,  that  their  requests 
had  been  approved. 

Copies  of  the  Michigan  and  Wisconsin 
Requests  for  Interim  Certification,  along 
with  letters  reflecting  the  Agency’s  de¬ 
cision  to  approve  the  Requests,  are  avail¬ 
able  at  the  following  locations: 

Federal  Register  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  ( WH-569) ,  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs.  EPA,  Room  401,  East  Tower,  401 
M  St..  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Pesticide  Branch.  Hazardous  Materials  Con¬ 
trol  Division.  EPA,  Federal  Office  Building. 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois  60604. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson. 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
For  Pesticide  Programs. 

| FR  Doc.76-6861  FUed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


JOPP-50073;  FRL  501-7] 

MISSISSIPPI  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE  AND  COMMERCE 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Experimental  Use 
Permit  to  Use  Mirex  and  Solicitation  of 
Comments 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  U.S.C.  136) ,  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA)  has  received  an  ap¬ 
plication  from  the  Mississippi  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  “Mississippi”)  to 
use  Mirex  for  imported  fire  and  control. 
This  application  is  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  40  CFR  Part  172;  Part  172  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  30,  1975  (40  FR  18780) ,  and  defines 
EPA  procedures  with  respect  to  the  use 
of  pesticides  for  experimental  purposes. 

According  to  the  section  5  regulations, 
the  Administrator  shall  publish  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  receipt  of  an 
application  for  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  upon  finding  that  issuance  of  the 
permit  may  be  of  regional  or  national 
significance:  the  determination  has  been 
made  that  this  application  falls  within 
that  category.  Accordingly,  all  interested 
parties  are  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  pertinent  to  the  application  to 
the  Federal  Register  Section,  Room  E- 
401,  Technical  Services  Division  (WH- 
569)  ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  EPA, 
401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Three  copies  of  the  comments  should  be 
submitted  to  facilitate  the  work  of  the 
Agency  and  others  interested  in  inspect¬ 
ing  the  submissions.  The  comments  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  25,  1976; 
based  on  the  time  constraints  within  the 
experimental  program,  the  usual  com¬ 
ment  period  has  been  shortened.  The 
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comments  should  bear  the  identifying 
notation  OPP-50073.  All  written  com¬ 
ments  filed  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
office  of  the  Federal  Register  Section 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

This  document  contains  a  summary  of 
information  required  by  regulation  to  be 
included  in  the  notice.  For  more  detailed 
information,  interested  parties  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application  itself  on  file 
with  the  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  EPA, 
Room  E-315.  located  at  the  Headquarters 
address  mentioned  above.  A  copy  of  the 
application  will  also  be  available  for  re¬ 
view  at  the  EPA  Region  IV  Office,  Pesti¬ 
cide  Branch,  1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E., 
Room  112,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30309. 

The  objective  of  the  program  is  to  de¬ 
termine  if  a  microencapsulated  Mirex 
formulation  applied  during  the  winter 
months  is  effective  towards  the  control 
of  the  imported  fire  ant.  Concurrently 
with  an  efficacy  study,  a  monitoring  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  conducted  to  determine  if 
non-target  organisms  are  exposed  to 
Mirex  at  this  time.  It  is  believed  that 
there  will  be  less  exposure  as  few  if  any 
insects  will  be  active.  Soil  and  water  also 
will  be  monitored. 

The  program  will  require  the  use  of 
approximately  800  pounds  active  ingre¬ 
dient  of  Mirex  microencapsulated  ma¬ 
terial  (Dedecachloro  -  octahydro  -  1,3,4  - 
metheno-2H  -cyclobuta  ( cd )  pentalene ) 
and  certain  inert  ingredients  in  a  formu¬ 
lation;  the  rate  of  application  for  all 
treatments  will  be  100  grams  of  the  Mirex 
material  per  acre.  Three  1,000  acre  blocks 
located  in  Mississippi  will  be  treated  at 
thirty-day  intervals  by  helicopter.  Only 
one  application  will  be  made  to  an  experi¬ 
mental  block  in  any  twelve  (12)  month 
period.  No  application  shall  be  made  over 
heavily  forested  areas,  or  on  or  near 
aquatic  habitats,  including  farm  ponds 
use  primarily  for  food  production  or  hu¬ 
man  consumption,  but  excluding  inter¬ 
mittent  streams  and  other  farm  ponds. 
No  material  is  to  be  applied  to  water 
drainage  areas  where  runoff  or  flooding 
will  contaminate  aquatic  areas. 

Two  half -acre  circles  per  100  acres  will 
be  established  and  post-  and  pre-treat¬ 
ment  ant  population  counts  will  be  made 
in  accordance  with  USDA  research 
guidelines.  Treatment  will  take  place 
within  approximately  a  three-month  pe¬ 
riod;  monitoring  will  proceed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  guidelines  furnished  by  EPA. 

Dated:  March  5,  1976. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.76-6860  Piled  3-0-76; 8: 45  am] 


[OPP-50070;  FRL  50-3] 

UNIROYAL  CHEMICAL  CO. 
Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 


7  U.S.C.  136),  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issued  to  Uniroyal  Chem¬ 
ical,  Bethany,  Connecticut  06525.  Such 
permit  is  in  accordance  with,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to,  the  provisions  of  40  CFR  Part 
172;  Part  172  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  April  30,  1975  (40  FR 
18780),  and  defines  EPA  procedures  with 
respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides  for  ex¬ 
perimental  purposes. 

This  experimental  use  permit  (No. 
400-EUP-52)  allows  the  use  of  337.50 
pounds  A.I.  of  the  miticide  2-(p-tert- 
butylphenoxy)  cyclohexyl-2-propynyl 
sulfite  on  sugar  beets  to  evaluate  control 
of  the  two-spotted  spider  mite.  A  total 
of  80  acres  is  involved;  the  program  is 
authorized  only  in  the  States  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Idaho,  and  Washington.  The  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  is  effective  from 
February  5,  1976,  to  February  5,  1977. 
A  temporary  tolerance  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  for  residues  of  the  active  ingredi¬ 
ent  in  or  on  sugar  beet  roots.  A  food 
additive  tolerance  for  residues  of  the 
active  ingredient  in  dried  sugar  beet  pulp 
has  also  been  established. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Division 
(WH-567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  inter¬ 
ested  persons  call  202/775-4851  before 
visiting  the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so 
that  the  appropriate  permit  may  be 
made  conveniently  available  for  review 
purposes.  These  files  will  be  available 
for  inspection  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00 
pm.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  3,  1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

]FR  Doc.76-6863  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


[OPP-50071;  FRL  501-4] 

PENNWALT  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  U.S.C.  136),  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issued  to  the  Pennwalt 
Corporation,  Monrovia,  California  91016. 
Such  permit  is  in  accordance  with,  and 
subject  to,  the  provisions  of  40  CFR  Part 
172;  Part  172  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  April  30,  1975  (40  FR 
18780) ,  and  defines  EPA  procedures  with 
respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides  for  ex¬ 
perimental  purposes. 

This  experimental  use  permit  (No. 
4581-EUP-20)  allows  the  use  of  no  more 
than  9,900  gallons  of  an  insecticide  mix¬ 
ture  composed  of  (5-benzyl-3-furyl)  - 
methyl  2,2-dimethyl-3-(2-methyl-pro- 
penyl)  -cyclopropanecarboxylate  and 
related  compounds  and  aromatic  petro¬ 
leum  hydrocarbons.  This  insecticide  mix¬ 
ture  will  be  used  in  residential,  industrial, 
and  business  sites,  Including  food  proc¬ 
essing  plants  and  flour  mills,  but  in  non¬ 
food  contact  areas  only.  The  program  is 
authorized  in  the  48  contiguous  States. 
The  experimental  use  permit  is  effective 


from  February  20,  1976,  to  February  20, 
1977. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review  the 
experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Division 
(WH-567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  interested 
persons  call  202/755-4851  before  visiting 
the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the 
appropriate  permit  may  be  made  conven¬ 
iently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  files  will  be  available  for  inspection 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  3, 1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc .78-6864  FUed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[OPP-50072;  FRL  501-5] 

3M  COMPANY 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permit 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  U.S.C.  136),  an  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  has  been  issued  to  the  3M  Company, 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55101.  Such  permit  is 
in  accordance  with,  and  subject  to,  the 
provisions  of  40  CFR  Part  172;  Part  172 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  30,  1975  (40  FR  18780) ,  and  defines 
EPA  procedures  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
pesticides  for  experimental  purposes. 

This  experimental  use  permit  (No. 
7182-EUP-16)  allows  the  use  of  1,000 
pounds  A.I.  of  the  plant  growth  regulator 
diethanolamine  salt  of  N-[2,4-dimethyl- 
5  -  [  [(trifluoromethyl)  -  sulfonyll amino] 
phenyl] -acetamide  on  various  species  of 
broadleaves  and  turf  grasses.  A  total  of 
1,000  acres  is  involved;  the  program  is  au¬ 
thorized  in  the  States  of  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wisconsin.  The  experimental 
use  permit  is  effective  from  February  13, 
1976,  to  February  13, 1977. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permit  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Division 
(WH-567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.,  8.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  interested 
persons  call  202/755-4851  before  visiting 
the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the 
appropriate  permit  may  be  made  conven¬ 
iently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  files  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  3, 1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr„ 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-6865  Filed  3-9-76;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  48— WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  10,  1976 


NOTICES 


10255 


IOPP-42013;  FRL  501-1 1 

COMMONWEALTH  OF  PUERTO  RICO 

Submission  of  State  Plan  for  Certification 
of  Pesticide  Applicators 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Insecti¬ 
cide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA).  as  amended.  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  U.S.C.  136)  and  40  CFR  Part  171139 
FR  36446  (October  9,  1974)  and  40  FR 
11698  (March  12,  1975)1,  the  Honorable 
Rafael  Hernandez -Colon  Governor  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  has 
submitted  a  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  Plan  for  Certification  of  Commer¬ 
cial  and  Private  Applicators  of  Re¬ 
stricted  Use  Pesticides  to  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  for 
approval  on  a  contingency  basis.  Contin¬ 
gency  approval  is  being  requested  pend¬ 
ing  enactment  of  an  amendment  to  the 
Puerto  Rico  Pesticides  Act  (the  Act)  to 
provide  for  enforcement  tools  regarding 
misuse  of  any  pesticide,  and  pending 
approval  of  implementing  regulations, 
which  proposed  regulations  are  set  forth 
in  the  plan. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intention 
of  the  Regional  Administrator,  EPA 
Region  H,  to  approve  this  plan  on  a  con¬ 
tingency  basis. 

A  summary  of  the  plan  follows.  The 
entire  plan  together  with  all  attached 
appendices  (except  for  sample  examina¬ 
tions),  may  be  examined  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  locations : 

Road  #693,  K  M  4.0,  Bario  Atiguillar,  Dorado, 
Puerto  Rico  (Analysis  and  Registration  of 
Agricultural  Materials  Laboratory,  Puerto 
Rico  Department  of  Agriculture,  tel.  (809) 
796-1710). 

Room  907,  26  Federal  Plaza.  New  York,  New 
York  10007  (Pesticides  Branch,  Environ¬ 
mental  Programs  Division,  EPA  Region  II, 
tel.  (212)  264-8358). 

Room  401,  East  Tower,  Waterside  Mall,  401 
M  Street.  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
(Federal  Register  Section.  Technical  Serv¬ 
ices  Division  (WH-669),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  EPA,  tel.  (202)  756-4854], 

Summary  of  Stati  Plan 

The  Puerto  Rico  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  (PRDA)  has  been  designated  as 
the  Commonwealth  lead  agency  for  the 
administration  of  the  pesticide  applica¬ 
tor  certification  program,  with  the 
Analysis  and  Registration  of  Agricultural 
Materials  Laboratory  in  the  Area  of  Spe¬ 
cial  Services  responsible  for  the  pro¬ 
gram’s  implementation.  The  Puerto  Rico 
Agricultural  Extension  Service  (PRAES) 
is  a  cooperating  agency  having  responsi¬ 
bility  for  the  pesticide  applicator  certifi¬ 
cation  training  and  testing  program  in¬ 
cluding  preparing  training  materials, 
distributing  training  manuals  and  other 
materials,  preparing  and  conducting  the 
training  courses  and  examinations. 

Legal  authority  for  the  program  is 
contained  in  the  Puerto  Rico  Pesticides 
Act,  Act  #49  of  June  10,  1953  as 
amended  and  the  Proposed  Pesticide  Ap¬ 
plicator  Regulations. 

The  plan  indicates  that  the  Common¬ 
wealth  lead  agency  and  the  cooperating 
agency  have  or  will  have  sufficient  qual¬ 


ified  personnel  and  funds  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  proposed  program.  Funding 
in  support  of  this  program  for  fiscal  year 
1976  is  $207,037.  Additional  funding  is 
anticipated  for  fiscal  year  1976. 

The  Commonwealth  lead  agency  will 
submit  an  annual  report  to  EPA  on  Sep¬ 
tember  1  of  each  year  and  special  re¬ 
ports  to  meet  specific  needs. 

Puerto  Rico  estimates  that  1,000  com¬ 
mercial  applicator  and  25,000  private  ap¬ 
plicators  will  need  to  be  certified.  Iden¬ 
tification  cards  containing  all  necessary 
information  will  be  furnished  to  all  cer¬ 
tified  applicators,  to  be  presented  to 
dealers  at  the  time  of  restricted  use  pes¬ 
ticide  purchase. 

The  commercial  applicator  categories 
proposed  are  those  listed  in  40  CFR  171.3 
with  the  Agricultural  Pest  Control  cate¬ 
gory  being  redesignated,  for  purposes  of 
clarity,  in  terms  of  its  component  parts, 
the  Plant  Pest  Control  category  and  the 
Animal  Pest  Control  category. 

As  the  Commonwealth  intends  to  sub¬ 
divide  the  Plant  Pest  Control  category 
into  further  increments,  this  redesigna¬ 
tion  will  allow  these  further  subdivisions 
to  be  described,  in  translation,  as  sub¬ 
categories  rather  than  as  sub-subcate¬ 
gories.  In  the  Agency’s  view,  this  pro¬ 
posed  change  in  nomenclature  is  reason¬ 
able  and  does  not  alter  the  basic  categor¬ 
ization  system  of  40  CFR  171.3  and 
171.4.  The  new  subcategories  proposed 
are  as  follows : 

1.  Plant  Pest  Control 

a.  Pest  Control  In  Sugarcane 

b.  Pest  Control  in  Coffee 

c.  Pest  Control  In  Fruits  and  Vegetables 

d.  Pest  Control  in  Tobacco 

e.  Pest  Control  in  Pastures,  Forage  Crops 
and  Noncrop  Agricultural  Lands. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
plans  to  conduct  training  programs  for 
commercial  applicators  covering  the  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  contained  in  40  CFR  171. 
These  standards  will  be  set  forth  in  de¬ 
tail  in  Aplique  Plaguicidas  Correcta- 
mente,  for  commercial  core  training,  and 
in  specific  category  /subcategory  training 
materials  to  be  developed  by  EPA  and 
modified  to  reflect  conditions  in  Puerto 
Rico.  Training  will  be  offered  by  the 
PRAES  county  agents,  regional  coordi¬ 
nators,  specialists  and  pesticide  coordi¬ 
nator.  Two  written  examinations  are  re¬ 
quired:  one  covering  the  general  or  core 
material  and  the  other  covering  the 
specific  requirements  of  the  category  or 
subcategory.  Information  about  the 
courses  and  examination  times  may  be 
obtained  from  the  PRAES  or  the  PRDA's 
Analysis  and  Registration  of  Agricultural 
Materials  Laboratory. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
plans  to  conduct  training  programs  for 
private  applicators  covering  the  Federal 
standards  contained  in  40  CFR  171. 
These  standards  are  set  forth  in  detail 
in  Aplique  Plaguicidas  Correctamente,  a 
manual  for  training  private  applicators. 
Training  will  be  offered  on  a  county 
basis  conducted  by  PRAES  county  agents. 
An  examination  is  required;  it  can  be 
written,  oral  or  a  combination  of  both. 
The  type  of  examination  given  will  de¬ 


pend  on  place  of  residence;  type  of  farm¬ 
ing  enterprise;  age;  educational,  social 
and  economic  level;  and  experience  of 
the  applicator.  Examinations  will  be 
given  within  the  training  module  as  well 
as  separately  at  regularly  scheduled 
intervals. 

Those  persons  who  wish  to  be  certified 
as  a  private  pesticide  applicator  who  can¬ 
not  read  or  write  or  do  not  know  the 
English  language  will  be  offered  special¬ 
ized  training  by  a  county  agent  or  other 
public  employee  authorized  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture.  Certification  will 
be  limited  to  the  pesticide  products  on 
particular  sites  for  which  the  individual 
has  demonstrated  competency. 

A  sample  examination  is  attached  to 
the  plan,  as  provided  for  by  40  CFR 
171.7(e)(1)  (i)  (D)  and  (ii)(C).  How¬ 
ever,  in  view  of  the  need  to  preserve  the 
confidentiality  of  the  examination  for¬ 
mat,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
has  requested  that  the  examination  not 
be  made  available  for  public  Inspection. 
EPA  agrees  with  this  position,  and  has 
removed  the  sample  examination  from 
the  public  inspection  copy  of  the  plan. 

Certification  for  commercial  and  pri¬ 
vate  applicators  shall  expire  four  (4) 
years  after  the  date  of  issuance  and  may 
be  renewed  for  an  additional  four  (4) 
years.  For  renewal  all  applicators  must 
attend  one  (1)  approved  training  course 
within  one  (1)  year  prior  to  the  expira¬ 
tion  date  of  the  certificate  or  take  a 
recertification  examination. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
Plan  also  indicates  that  within  sixty  (60) 
days  of  the  final  approval  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Agency  Plan  (GAP)  by  EPA,  a 
statement  concerning  acceptance  of  GAP 
qualified  Federal  employees  will  be  for¬ 
warded  for  inclusion  in  the  Common¬ 
wealth  plan. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
Plan  Indicates  that  there  are  no  plans  at 
present  to  establish  reciprocal  agree¬ 
ments  for  acceptance  of  certified  appli¬ 
cators  from  other  States. 

Other  regulatory  activities  shown  in 
the  plan  are  Commonwealth  registration 
of  pesticide  products  and  Inspection  and 
sampling  of  pesticide  products.  Addition¬ 
ally,  pesticide  wholesalers  of  local  agri¬ 
cultural  pesticide  products  are  required 
to  be  registered  by  the  Commonwealth. 

Enforcement  will  be  carried  out  by  in¬ 
spectors  who  will  spot  check  commercial 
and  private  applicators  to  ensure  that 
they  comply  with  Commonwealth  and 
Federal  laws  and  regulations.  They  will 
perform  regular  inspections  and  follow¬ 
up  reports  of  suspected  violations. 

Public  Comment 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  the  proposed 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  Plan  to 
the  Regional  Administrator,  Region  n. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10007.  The  comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  9,  1976,  and  bear  the 
identifying  notation  [OPP-420131.  All 
written  comments  filed  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public  inspec- 
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tion  at  the  above  mentioned  locations 
from  8:30  a.m.-3:30  p.m.  Monday 

through  Friday. 

Dated:  January  15,  1976. 

Gerald  M.  Hansler,  P.E., 
Regional  Administrator,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  II. 

[FR  Doc.76-6866  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

PBX  TECHNICAL  STANDARDS 
SUBCOMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463,  an¬ 
nouncement  is  made  of  a  public  meeting 
of  the  PBX  Technical  Standards  Sub¬ 
committee  to  be  held  on  April  8,  1976  in 
Washington,  D.C.  The  meeting  will  be 
held  in  Room  847,  1919  M  Street  NW., 
commencing  at  10  a.m. 

1.  Purpose:  The  purpose  of  this  Sub¬ 
committee  is  to  prepare  recommended 
standards  and  procedures  to  permit  the 
interconnection  of  customer-provided 
and  maintained  PBX  equipment  to  the 
public  switched  telephone  network  with¬ 
out  the  need  for  carrier -supplied  con¬ 
necting  arrangements. 

2.  Activities:  As  at  prior  meetings,  Sub¬ 
committee  members  and  observers  pre¬ 
sent  their  suggestions  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  regarding  the  various  technical  cri¬ 
teria  and  standards  that  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  respect  to  the  interconnection 
of  PBX  equipment  to  the  public  tele¬ 
phone  network. 

3.  Agenda: 

(a)  To  receive  the  reports  of  the  In¬ 
terface  Criteria,  Equipment  Test  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Glossary  Task  Groups  for 
transmittal  to  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission. 

(b)  As  this  will  be  the  last  meeting  of 
the  Subcommittee,  members  are  re¬ 
quested  to  send  or  present  to  the  Chair¬ 
man  any  pertinent  comments  on  these 
documents  which  he  should  consider  in 
preparing  the  letter  of  transmittal. 

4.  Public  Participation:  The  public  is 
invited  to  attend  this  meeting.  Any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  public  wishing  to  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  with  the  Subcommittee 
may  do  so  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

For  more  information,  contact  the 
Common  Carrier  Bureau  on  202-632- 
6917. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  seal  ]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6791  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 


[FCC  76R-73;  Docket  No.  20629,  File  No. 
BR-2724;  Docket  No.  20630,  File  No. 
BRH-1413;  Docket  No.  20631,  File  No. 
BPH-9263  ] 

GEORGE  E.  CAMERON  JR. 
COMMUNICATIONS  ET  AL 

Renewal  of  License  and  Construction 
Permit 

By  the  Review  Board:  1.  By  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinion  and  Order,  FCC  75-1259, 


released  November  21, 1975,  40  FR  54862, 
published  on  November  26,  1975,  the 
Commission  designated  the  above- 
captioned  applications  for  hearing  on 
issues  to  determine,  among  other  mat¬ 
ters,  whether  George  E.  Cameron  Jr. 
Communications  (GECC)  is  technically 
qualified  to  continue  operating  Station 
KROQ,  Burbank,  California.  In  specify¬ 
ing  this  particular  issue,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  cited  allegations  to  the  effect  that 
Station  KROQ  had  neither  a  studio  or 
transmitting  equipment  and  assertions 
to  the  effect  that  the  transmitting  towers 
and  tuning  equipment  of  the  KROQ 
directional  antenna  array  had  been 
critically  damaged  by  vandals  at  some 
time  between  July  29,  1974  and  Jan¬ 
uary  '3,  1975.1  Now  before  the  Review 
Board  is  a  petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed 
December  9,  1975,  by  Hubbard  Broad¬ 
casting,  Inc.  (Hubbard),  licensee  of 
standard  broadcast  Station  KSTP,  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota,*  contending  that  the 
alleged  damage  to  Station’s  KROQ’s 
directional  antenna  array  warrants  an 
enlargement  of  the  issues  in  this 
proceeding* 

2.  In  support  of  its  request,  Hubbard 
submits  the  affidavit  of  Marvin  Blum- 
berg,  its  consulting  engineer,  who  states : 
(1)  that  the  original  application  for  use 
of  Station  KROQ’s  transmitter  site  was 
conditioned  on  the  applicant’s  ability  to 
provide  Station  KSTP  with  adequate 
protection;  (2)  that  great  difficulty  was 
encountered  in  meeting  this  condition; 
and  (3)  that,  given  the  fact  that  Station 
KROQ’s  transmitting  equipment  may 
need  extensive  repairs,  a  showing  that 
Station  KSTP  will  continue  to  be  pro¬ 
tected  when  and  if  such  repairs  are  made 
should  be  required  of  the  licensee.  The 
Broadcast  Bureau,  in  opposition,  does 
not  dispute  Hubbard’s  right  to  protec¬ 
tion  but  argues  that  a  condition  to  the 
grant,  if  any,  of  GECC’s  renewal  appli¬ 
cation,  rather  than  an  enlargement  of 
the  hearing  issues,  is  the  appropriate 
mechanism  for  achieving  the  desired 
result.  The  Board  is  satisfied  that  the 
Bureau’s  recommendation  represents  the 
most  expeditious  procedures  for  protect¬ 
ing  petitioner’s  admittedly  legitimate 


1  Station  KROQ  has  been  silent  since 
July  29,  1974,  pursuant  to  authority  granted 
by  the  Commission. 

*  Also  before  the  Board  is  an  opposition, 
filed  February  2,  1976,  by  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  and  a  motion  for  leave  to  file  late 
pleading  and  a  reply,  both  filed  February  24, 
1976,  by  Hubbard.  In  its  motion,  Hubbard 
maintains  that  it  was  unable  to  reply  to  the 
Bureau’s  opposition  in  a  timely  fashion  be¬ 
cause  of  its  need  to  refer  this  pleading  to 
its  consulting  engineers  for  review.  Hubbard 
does  not,  however,  offer  any  explanation  for 
its  failure  to  insure  that  the  review  was  com¬ 
pleted  in  a  prompt  manner  or  its  failure 
to  request  an  appropriate  extension  of  time 
from  the  Board  so  that  all  parties  concerned 
would  be  Informed  of  its  delay.  In  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  such  explanations,  we  must  deny 
its  motion  and  reject  the  accompanying  reply 
pleading. 

•  By  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  FCC 
76M-86,  released  January  19,  1976,  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  granted  Hubbard 
leave  to  Intervene  for  the  limited  purpose  of 
filing  the  instant  petition. 


concerns,4  and  will  therefore  adopt  its 
suggested  procedure. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
motion  for  leave  to  file  late  pleading, 
filed  February  24,  1976,  by  Hubbard 
Broadcasting,  Inc.,  is  denied;  and 

4.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  December  9, 
1975,  by  Hubbard  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  is 
granted  to  the  extent  indicated  herein, 
and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects;  and 

5.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  fol¬ 
lowing  condition  shall  be  attached  to 
any  grant  of  the  application  of  George 
E.  Cameron  Jr.  Communications  for  re¬ 
newal  of  license  of  Station  KROQ,  Bur¬ 
bank,  California: 

Any  grant  of  the  application  of  George 
E.  Cameron,  Jr.  Communications  for  re¬ 
newal  of  license  of  Station  KROQ,  Bur¬ 
bank,  California,  shall  not  become  final 
until  a  Partial  Proof  of  Performance 
made  made  in  accordance  with  Section 
73.93  (Note  2)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
is  submitted  to  the  Commission  and 
demonstrates  that  KROQ  is  adjusted  so 
that  protection  is  afforded  KSTP,  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota,  as  provided  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant's  existing  license. 

Adopted:  March  2,  1976. 

Released:  March  5, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6794  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OIL  SHALE  CORP. 

Action  Taken  on  Consent  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.197(c),  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  (FEA) 
hereby  gives  notice  of  final  action  taken 
on  a  Consent  Order. 

On  December  18,  1975,  FEA  published 
notice  of  a  Consent  Order  which,  on 
October  31,  1975,  was  executed  between 
The  Oil  Shale  Corporation  (TOSCO)  and 
FEA.  40  FR  58686  (December  18,  1975). 
With  that  notice,  and  in  accordance  with 
10  CFR  205.197(c),  FEA  invited  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  comment  on  the  Con¬ 
sent  Order. 

During  the  period  for  comment,  FEA 
received  several  requests  for  attach¬ 
ments  to  the  Consent  Order,  contain- 


4  We  would  note  in  this  regard  that  should 
GECC  choose  to  repair  Jts  transmitting  facili¬ 
ties  and  commence  operating  Station  KROQ, 
it  will  have  to  do  so  In  a  manner  which  Is 
consistent  with  the  conditions  attached  to 
Its  original  grant.  Hubbard  does  not  contend 
that  these  conditions  are  Insufficient  to  pro¬ 
tect  its  Interests  and  has  provided  no  spe¬ 
cific  evidence  Indicating  that  GECC  either 
cannot  or  will  not  meet  them  should  the 
need  arise.  Under  these  circumstances,  we 
do  not  believe  that  an  evidentiary  Inquiry 
into  the  nature  of  the  damage  to  Station 
KROQ’s  transmitting  equipment  and  the  li¬ 
censee's  plans  for  repairing  it  would  be  of 
any  assistance  In  preserving  Hubbard's  right 
to  protection.  Compare  Columbia  Broadcast¬ 
ing  System  ( WCAV ),  6  FCC  2d  821,  9  RR  2d 
641  (1967). 
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ing  FEA’s  audit  and  overcharge  calcula¬ 
tions.  These  calculations  consisted  al¬ 
most  exclusively  of  proprietary  informa¬ 
tion  that  could  not  be  disclosed.  Since 
the  deletion  of  the  proprietary  informa¬ 
tion,  as  required  by  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  and 
18  U.S.C.  1905,  would  have  rendered 
several  of  the  attachments  meaningless, 
FEA  provided  written  summaries  of  these 
FEA  calculations  to  those  parties  that 
requested  these  attachments  and  ex¬ 
tended  the  time  for  the  submission  of 
comments  by  these  parties  until  Feb¬ 
ruary  5, 1976. 

FEA  received  only  two  comments  re¬ 
garding  tills  Consent  Order.  One  of  these 
was  submitted  concerning  a  “jobber”  of 
TOSCO  that  had  previously  been  a  “dis¬ 
tributor.”  Apparently,  a  number  of  sellers 
of  TO  SCO’s  products  had  been  “distribu¬ 
tors”  and  were  converted  to  “jobber” 
status.  Because  of  this  conversion,  these 
sellers  were  not  previously  identified  as 
“distributors”  for  which  TOSCO  would 
implement  the  price  reductions  described 
in  the  Consent  Order,  although  these 
sellers  did  make  purchases  of  products 
during  the  time  covered  by  this  action. 

TOSCO  has  formally  advised  FEA, 
after  being  notified  of  this  comment, 
that  it  believes  the  specific  terms  of  the 
Consent  Order  are  intended  to  include 
these  distributors  (who  were  overlooked 
only  because  of  the  change  in  their 
status),  and  that  TOSCO  will  include 
these  distributors  in  implementing  the 
actions  called  for  in  the  Consent  Order. 
FEA  has  considered  this  matter,  and 
agrees  that  the  Consent  Order  is 
designed  to  Include  these  distributors  as 
parties  affected  by  this  action  and  that 
their  initial  oversight  was  caused  by  the 
change  in  their  marketing  role.  FEA  also 
agrees  that  the  terms  of  the  Consent 
Order  are  properly  construed  in  this  case 
to  apply  to  these  parties  and  that,  there¬ 
fore,  TOSCO  s  formal  commitment  to  in¬ 
clude  these  distributors  is  required  by  the 
existing  language  of  the  Consent  Order. 
Accordingly,  these  distributors  will  be 
beneficiaries  of  the  actions  taken  under 
the  Consent  Order  by  TOSCO,  and  no 
change  in  the  language  of  that  Order  is 
required  to  accomplish  this  result. 

The  second  comment  submitted  to  FEA 
suggested  that  the  total  refund  amount 
should  be  calculated  by  comparing  the 
prices  charged  by  each  TOSCO  sub¬ 
sidiary  in  a  month  to  the  prices  that 
could  have  been  charged  by  TOSCO  if  its 
calculations  had  been  consolidated  for 
that  month.  FEA  recognizes  that  this 
calculation  would  be  appropriate  in  most 
cases  and  intends  to  so  apply  it  in  future 
cases.  In  this  case,  however,  a  number  of 
unusual  factors  mitigated  against  its 
use,  the  most  significant  of  which  was 
that  TOSCO’s  separate  pricing  practice 
was  undertaken  with  the  good  faith 
belief  that  the  FEA  was  aware  of  and 
tacitly  approved  of  the  practice.  In  these 
circumstances,  the  FEA  determined  that 
it  was  in  the  public  interest  to  take  the 
remedial  action  set  forth  in  the  Consent 
Order. 

The  same  party  observed  that  certain 
volumes  of  gasoline  for  which  refunds 
were  computed  in  the  Consent  Order  ap¬ 


peared  to  be  inconsistent  with  actual 
volumes  purchased  by  TOSCO’s  custom¬ 
ers  since  December  1973.  This  apparent 
Inconsistency  is,  however,  the  result  of 
purposeful  exclusion  of  certain  sales 
volumes  during  May,  June  and  July  1974 
for  which  FEA  has  previously  directed 
TOSCO  to  make  adjustments.  This  previ¬ 
ous  adjustment  accounts  for  the  appar¬ 
ent  discrepancy  referred  to  in  this  com¬ 
ment,  and  no  further  change  in  the  Con¬ 
sent  Order  appears  necessary. 

Accordingly,  FEA  has  concluded  that 
the  Consent  Order  as  executed  between 
FEA  and  TOSCO  on  October  31,  1975  is 
an  appropriate  resolution  of  the  com¬ 
pliance  proceedings  initiated  by  the  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1975  Notice  of  Probable  Viola¬ 
tion  and  that  the  Consent  Order  is  to  be 
issued  as  proposed.  Therefore,  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  205.197(c),  FEA  hereby  gives 
Notice  of  this  action  taken,  making  this 
Consent  Order  final  without  modifica¬ 
tion. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  March  4, 
1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.76-6725  Filed  3-5-76;  10: 15  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  76-14;  Agreement  No.  10116-1] 

EASTBOUND  AND  WESTBOUND  TRADES 

BETWEEN  JAPANESE  PORTS  AND 

PORTS  IN  CALIFORNIA,  OREGON  AND 

WASHINGTON 

Extension  of  Pooling  Agreement;  Order  of 
Investigation 

Agreement  No.  10116,  among  Japan 
Lines,  Ltd.,  Kawaski  Kisen  Kaisha,  Ltd., 
Mitsui  O.S.K.  Lines,  Ltd.,  Nippon  Yusen 
Kaisha,  Ltd.,  Showa  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd. 
and  Yamashita  Shinnihon  Steamship 
Co.,  Ltd.  (hereinafter  the  “carriers”) ,  is 
an  arrangement  for  the  pooling  and  divi¬ 
sion  of  revenue  earned  by  the  carriers’ 
operations  pursuant  to  Commission  ap¬ 
proved  space  charter  agreements  (Agree¬ 
ments  Nos.  9718,  9731  and  9835).  These 
agreements  apply  to  cargo  movements  in 
the  Eastbound  and  Westbound  trades  be¬ 
tween  ports  in  Japan  and  ports  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon  and  Washington,  and  in¬ 
clude  movements  originating  or  termi¬ 
nating  in  OCP  territory  as  authorized  by 
applicable  conference  agreements  to 
which  the  carriers  are  signatory  parties. 
Agreement  No.  10116  defines  “Pool 
Cargo”  as  cargo  loaded  or  discharged  to 
or  from  the  carriers’  containership  ves¬ 
sels  operating  in  the  subject  trades,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  mini-landbridge  cargo,  trans¬ 
shipment  cargo  moving  outside  the 
trades,  mail  cargo  and  bulk  liquid  cargo 
moving  in  deep  tanks.  In  the  event  the 
carriers  decide  to  include  other  cargo 
as  pool  cargo,  the  Commission  and  Jap¬ 
anese  Ministry  of  Transport  shall  be 
promptly  advised. 

Agreement  No.  10116  was  made  the 
subject  of  a  formal  investigation  and 
hearing  pursuant  to  section  22  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  Docket  No.  74-47 — 
Agreement  No.  10116 — Pooling  Agree¬ 
ment  in  the  Eastbound  and  Westbound 


Trades  Between  Japanese  Ports  and 
Ports  in  California,  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  Order  of  Investigation  and  Hear¬ 
ing,  (October  22,  1974),  to  determine 
whether  it  was  unjustly  discriminatory 
or  unfair  as  between  carriers,  shippers, 
exporters,  or  ports  or  operated  to  the 
detiment  of  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  or  was  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  or  otherwise  in  violation  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  and  whether  it  should  be 
approved,  modified,  or  disapproved  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916.  On  November  10,  1974  the  carriers 
petitioned  the  Commission  to  reconsider 
the  Issuance  of  its  Order  of  Investigation 
and  Hearing.  The  Commission  granted 
the  petition  to  reconsider  and  invited 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
issues  raised  by  the  carrier’s  petition.  No 
comments  or  replies  were  received. 

The  Commission  considered  the  car¬ 
riers’  petition  and  determined  that 
Agreement  No.  10116  should  be  approved 
for  a  term  of  one  year  only  (to  and  in¬ 
cluding  March  6,  1976)  so  that  its 
effects  could  be  monitored,  and  there¬ 
upon  vacated  the  Order  and  discontin¬ 
ued  the  proceeding.  Docket  No.  74-47 — 
Order  Vacating  the  Investigation  and 
Hearing  and  Discontinuing  the  Proceed¬ 
ing  (March  19, 1975) , 

On  January  20,  1976,  the  carriers  filed 
Agreement  No.  10116-1,  amending  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  10116,  to  provide  that  the 
Agreement  shall  continue  in  effect  for  a 
period  to  and  including  December  31, 
1978. 

Notice  of  the  filing  of  Agreement  No. 
10116-1  appeared  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  29,  1976,  41  Fed.  Reg. 
4355.  On  February  18,  1976,  a  protest 
and  comment  to  Agreement  No.  10116-1 
was  filed  by  the  Marine  Cooks  and  Stew¬ 
ards  Union  (Hereinafter  the  “Union”), 
urging  disapproval  of  the  Agreement  on 
the  grounds  that  it  is  unjustly  discrimi¬ 
natory  and  unfair  as  between  carriers 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  union,  approval  of  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  10116-1  will  “continue”  a  seri¬ 
ous  anticompetitive  “measure”  because 
the  revenue  sharing  feature  of  the  Agree¬ 
ment  permits  the  strongest  Japanese  line 
to  sustain  the  weakest  thereby  elimi¬ 
nating  all  competition  among  the  parties 
to  Agreements  9835,  9718  and  9731.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  union,  the  Japanese  lines 
are  therefore  free  to  concentrate-  their 
competition  on  U.S.  and  third-flag  lines 
with  the  concerted  objectives  of  enlarg¬ 
ing  the  pool  of  revenues  which  they  will 
share.  In  addition,  the  union  argues  the 
Agreement  is  unfair  as  between  carriers 
because  U.S.  and  other  lines  are  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  Agreement.1 

The  carriers  replied  to  the  union’s 
protest  on  February  25,  1976,  by  assert¬ 
ing  that  the  undocumented  allegations 
of  the  union  are  unascertainable.  The 
carriers  also  state  that  there  is  no  basis 
in  fact  to  conclude  that  approval  of  the 
Agreement  would  increase  the  carriers’ 


1  Although  the  Union  has  protested  ap¬ 
proval  of  Agreement  10116-1,  It  states  in  Its 
protest  that  “.  .  .  It  cannot  Itself  sustain  the 
burden  of  litigation  at  this  time.'* 
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ability  to  concentrate  their  competition 
on  U.S.  and  third-flag  carriers  In  the 
trade;  that  there  Is  no  doctrine  of  per  se 
Illegality  simply  because  an  arrangement 
of  this  kind  could  conceivably  operate  to 
sustain  the  weakest  carriers,  and,  ar¬ 
rangements  of  this  kind  do  not  Involve 
rate-fixing  and,  hence,  do  not  require 
open  membership.  The  carriers  add  that 
no  U.S.  or  third-flag  carrier,  which  the 
union  alleges  are  directly  affected  by 
these  Agreements,  has  seen  fit  to  protest 
continued  approval. 

The  revenue  pool  continues  to  be  a 
unique  arrangement  In  these  trades, 
therefore,  the  Commission  is  concerned 
with  possible  anticompetitive  Implica¬ 
tions.  However,  this  Agreement  was  ap¬ 
parently  directed  by  the  Japanese  Gov¬ 
ernment  In  order  to  discourage  malprac¬ 
tices  which  have  been  reported  to  be 
prevalent  In  these  trades.  For  this  rea¬ 
son,  the  Commission  Is  of  the  opinion 
that  approval  should  be  continued  for  a 
limited  period.  In  addition,  we  find  that 
the  protest  of  the  union  Is  general  In 
nature  and  devoid  of  any  factual  or  evi¬ 
dentiary  support.  In  particular,  the 
union’s  allegation  that  the  weakest  line 
In  the  pool  Is  supported  by  the  strongest, 
and  of  a  destructive  Impact  on  Ufl.  and 
third-flag  lines  as  a  result  of  operations 
under  the  pool  are  refuted  by  evidence 
attached  to  the  carriers’  reply  to  the 
protest  and  pool  reports  filed  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  our  approval  of  March  7, 1975. 
We  also  note  with  particular  Interest,  no 
line  has  protested  continued  approval. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Commission  Is  of 
the  opinion  that  Agreement  10116  should 
be  granted  continued  approval  for  a  lim¬ 
ited  period. 

The  Commission  Is  of  the  opinion  that 
approval  of  Agreement  No.  10116-1 
should  be  extended  for  a  term  of  one 
year  to  and  Including  March  6, 1977,  and 
that  the  Issue  of  approval  for  the  full 
term,  to  and  Including  December  31, 
1978,  be  made  the  subject  of  a  formal  in¬ 
vestigation.  The  Commission  directs  the 
proponents  of  Agreement  No.  10116-1  to 
submit  on  or  before  April  26,  1976,  such 
memoranda  of  law,  affidavits  of  fact  and 
such  other  material  as  would  demon¬ 
strate  that  Agreement  No.  10116-1  Is  Jus¬ 
tified  by  a  serious  transportation  need, 
secures  Important  public  benefits  or  is  In 
the  furtherance  of  a  valid  regulatory 
purpose.  Said  submission  shall  set  forth 
complete  data  demonstrating,  among 
other  things : 

1.  Tonnage  figures  for  each  member 
line  of  the  Trans-Pacific  Freight  Con¬ 
ference  of  Japan  and  the  Pacific  West¬ 
bound  Conference  for  each  calendar  year 
1971-1975; 

2.  Revenue  figures,  shown  individually, 
for  each  party  to  Agreement  No.  10116 
for  the  same  period,  and 

3.  The  information  contained  in  Items 
1  and  2,  broken  down  by  month,  for  the 
period  March  7,  1975-March  7,  1976. 

On  or  before  June  10, 1976,  the  parties 
herein,  including  Hearing  Counsel,  shall 
reply  to  proponents’  submission.  Such  re¬ 
plies  shall  Include  any  factual  or  statis¬ 
tical  information  which  is  pertinent  to 
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the  continued  approval  or  disapproval  of 
this  Agreement. 

NOw  therefore  It  Is  ordered.  That 
Agreement  No.  10116-1  be  approved  for 
a  term  of  one  year,  to  and  Including 
March  6, 1977; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant  to 
sections  15  and  22  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  a  proceeding  Is  hereby  Instituted 
to  determine  whether  the  continuation 
of  Agreement  No.  10116-1,  for  a  period  to 
and  including  December  31, 1978,  Is  justi¬ 
fied  under  the  standards  of  section  15, 
Shipping  Act.  1916.  Should  any  additions 
or  modifications  be  made  to  this  Agree¬ 
ment,  such  additions  or  modifications  are 
hereby  ordered  to  be  made  subject  to  this 
proceeding; 

It  Is  further  ordered.  That  Japan  Line, 
Ltd.,  Kawasaki  Kisen  Kalsha,  Ltd., 
Mitsui  OJSJK.  Line,  Ltd.,  Nippon  Yusen 
Kalsha,  Ltd.,  Showa  Line,  Ltd.,  and 
Yamashita  Shlnnlhon  Steamship  Co., 
Ltd.  be  named  as  respondents  herein  and 
that  Marine  Cooks  and  Stewards  Union 
be  named  petitioner  herein; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondents 
submit  on  or  before  April  26,  1976,  such 
memoranda  of  law,  affidavits  of  fact  and 
such  other  material  as  would  demon¬ 
strate  the  need  for  approval  of  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  10116-1  under  the  standards  of 
section  15,  Shipping  Act,  1916.  Said  sub¬ 
mission  shall  set  forth  complete  data 
demonstrating,  among  other  things: 

1.  Tonnage  figures  for  each  member 
line  of  the  Trans-Pacific  Freight  Confer¬ 
ence  of  Japan  and  the  Pacific  Westbound 
Conference  for  each  calendar  year  1971- 
1975; 

2.  Revenue  figures,  shown  individually, 
for  each  party  to  Agreement  No.  10116 
for  the  same  period,  and 

3.  The  information  contained  In  Items 
1  and  2,  broken  down  by  month,  for  the 
period  March  7, 1975-March  7, 1976. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  limited  to  the  submission 
of  affidavits  of  fact,  memoranda  of  law 
and  replies  thereto.  Should  any  party 
feel  that  an  evidentiary  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  it  must  accompany  any  request 
for  such  hearing  with  a  statement  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  facts  to  be  proven, 
their  relevance  to  the  issues  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  why  such  proof  cannot  be 
submitted  through  affidavit.  Requests  for 
evidentiary  hearing  shall  be  filed  at  the 
time  of  the  submission  of  affidavits  of 
fact  and  memoranda  of  law.  Affidavits  erf 
fact  and  memoranda  of  law  shall  be  filed 
by  Hearing  Counsel,  petitioner  and  inter - 
venors  on  or  before  June  10,  1976.  An 
original  and  15  copies  of  affidavits  of  fact, 
memoranda  of  law  and  replies  are  re¬ 
quired  to  be  filed  with  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20573.  Copies  of  all  documents 
and  pleadings  filed  with  the  Secretary 
should  also  be  served  upon  all  parties 
hereto* 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  Order 
be  published  in  the  FXdsiul  Register  and 
that  a  copy  thereof  be  served  upon 
respondents  and  petitioner; 

It  Is  Further  Ordered.  That  all  future 
notices  issued  by  or  on  behalf  ot  the 


Commission  In  this  proceeding,  shall  be 
mailed  directly  to  all  parties  of  record. 

All  persons  (including  Individuals,  cor¬ 
porations,  associations,  Anns,  partner¬ 
ships  and  public  bodies)  having  an  In¬ 
terest  in  this  proceeding  and  desiring  to 
Intervene  herein  should  notify  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission  promptly  and 
file  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  Rule  5(1)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (46  CFJfc.  502.72)  with  a  copy  to 
all  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.7d-M17  Filed  S-*-7«;8 :48  tm ) 


ATLANTICA  LINE 
Notice  of  Agreement  FWed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  baa  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  8 tat.  763. 
46  U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  March  22, 
1976.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a 
violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularly  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  det¬ 
riment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

Stanley  O.  Sher,  Esquire,  Billig,  Sher  L 

Jones.  P.  C.,  Suite  300,  1126  Sixteenth 

Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20036. 

Agreement  No.  9958-2  among  the 
members  of  the  above-named  company, 
amends  the  basic  agreement  by  provid¬ 
ing  that  the  agreement  shall  also  extend 
to  arrangements  or  agreements  of  the 
company  (1)  with  other  modes  of  trans¬ 
portation  concerning  Inland  movements, 
(2)  concerning  intermodal  shipments, 
inland  rates,  raise,  chargee,  joint  water- 
land  movements  and  other  practieee  and 
conditions  as  enumerated  therein  con- 
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ceming  inland  movements  and  (3)  such 
other  matters  as  may  be  ancillary  to  the 
transportation  of  intermodal  shipments 
from  and/or  to  inland  points  of  origin 
or  destination,  whether  moving  on  a 
through  bill  of  lading  or  otherwise. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

Dated:  March  5, 1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-6832  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 


MEDITERRANEAN  NORTH  PACIFIC 
COAST  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stit.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico  and  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Comments  on  such  agreements. 
Including  requests  for  hearing,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  on  or  before  March  22,  1976.  Any 
person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  de¬ 
triment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

David  C.  Jordan,  Esquire,  Billig,  Sher  & 

Jones,  P.  C.,  Suite  300,  1126  Sixteenth 

Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  8090-13,  among  the 
member  lines  of  the  above-named  con¬ 
ference,  is  a  petition  for  reconsideration 
of  the  Commission’s  Order  of  October  22, 
1974,  which  approved  Agreement  No. 
8090-11  for  a  period  of  eighteen  (18) 
months,  through  April  22, 1976,  to  extend 
the  approval  period  for  an  additional 
period  of  sixty  (60)  days,  through 
June  21,  1976. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  March  5,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-6833  Piled  3-9-76;8:45  ami 


EUROPE  PACIFIC  COAST  RATE 
AGREEMENT  MODIFICATION 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  March  30,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged,  the 
statement  shall  set  forth  with  particu¬ 
larity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said  to 
constitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

H.  G.  Brandt,  Secretary,  Europe  Pacific 

Coast  Rate  Agreement,  West  Plein  14, 

P.O.  Box  341,  Rotterdam,  Netherlands. 

Agreement  No.  10023-5,  among  the 
members  of  the  above-named  rate  agree¬ 
ment;  (1)  adds  interior  points  in  the 
Republic  of  Ireland  to  the  scope  of  the 
agreement;  (2)  specifies  the  ancillary 
activities  connected  with  intermodal 
traffic  which  may  be  performed  un¬ 
der  the  agreement;  (3)  provides  that 
the  parties  may  agree  and  cooperate 
with  other  ratemaking  groups  in 
trades  between  the  U.S.  and  Europe 
concerning  the  establishment,  policing 
and  enforcement  of  rules,  practices 
and  charges  relating  to  the  use, 
employment  and  transport  of  con¬ 
tainers  outside  the  terminal  areas  at 
European  ports  within  the  scope  of  the 
agreement;  and  (4)  provides,  subject  to 
certain  limitations,  that  any  member 
may  independently  establish  an  inter¬ 
modal  service  within  the  scope  of  the 
agreement  where  no  such  conference 
service  exists. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  March  5,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-6834  Piled  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


MEDITERRANEAN  NORTH  PACIFIC 
COAST  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Petition  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  petition  has  been  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  approval  pursuant  to  Section 
14b  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (75  Stat.  762,  46  U.S.C.  813a). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  a  copy 
of  the  current  contract  form  and  of  the 
petition,  reflecting  the  changes  proposed 
to  be  made  in  the  language  of  said  con¬ 
tract,  at  the  Washington  office  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Room  10126  or  at  the  Field 
Offices  located  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Old  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 
Comments  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
changes  and  the  petition,  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  on  or  before 
March  22,  1976.  Any  person  desiring  a 
hearing  on  the  proposed  modification  of 
the  contract  form  and/or  the  approved 
contract  system  shall  provide  a  clear  and 
concise  statement  of  the  matters  upon 
which  they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An 
allegation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  discrimination  or  unfairness 
with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the  acts 
and  circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
petition,  (as  indicated  hereinafter),  and 
the  statement  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

David  C.  Jordan,  Esquire,  Billing,  Sher  & 

Jones,  P.  C.,  Suite  300,  1126  Sixteenth 

Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  8090  D.R.-3,  among  the 
members  of  the  above-named  conference, 
is  a  petition  for  reconsideration  of  the 
Commission’s  Order  of  October  22,  1974, 
which  approved  Agreement  No.  8090 
D.R.-2  for  a  period  of  eighteen  (18) 
months  through  April  22,  1976,  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  approval  period  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  period  of  sixty  (60)  days,  through 
June  21, 1976. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  March  5,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.76-6835  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[Agreements  Nos.  8210-29  and  7770-13] 

CONTINENTAL  NORTH  ATLANTIC 
WESTBOUND  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Intention  To  Approve  Conditionally; 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 

The  Commission  published  notice  of 
Intent  to  conditionally  approve  Agree¬ 
ments  Nos.  8210-29  and  7770-13  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  5,  1976 
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(41  PR  5307) .  Statements  regarding  such 
notice  were  to  be  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  March  8,  1976. 

American  Importers  Association  (AIA) 
has  requested  further  extension  of  time 
within  which  to  file  comments.  Good 
cause  appearing,  statements  may  be  filed 
on  or  before  March  23,  1976. 

By  the  Commission. 

r seal  1  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  76-6836  Piled  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


|  No.  76-12] 

MARYLAND  PORT  ADMINISTRATION  V. 

INTER-AMERICAN  FREIGHT  CONFER 

ENCE— SECTION  A,  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Complaint 

March  4,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  com¬ 
plaint  filed  by  Maryland  Port  Adminis¬ 
tration  against  Inter-American  Freight 
Conference — Section  A,  and  its  member 
lines  was  served  March  3, 1976.  The  com¬ 
plaint  alleges  that  respondents  have  vio¬ 
lated  sections  16  and  17  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  and  section  205  of  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Act,  1936,  by  virtue  of 
making  certain  wharfage,  tolling,  and 
handling  charges  at  the  Port  of  Balti¬ 
more  chargeable  against  cargo  whereas 
historically  they  were  for  the  account  of 
the  vessel. 

Hearing  in  this  matter  shall  com¬ 
mence  on  or  before  September  3,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.76  6837  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  f>OWER  COMMISSION 

[Rate  Schedule  Nos.  97,  etc.] 

AMERICAN  PETROFINA  COMPANY  OF 
TEXAS,  ET  AL 

Rate  Change  Filings 

March  3,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  the  producers  listed 
in  the  Appendix  attached  below  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  new  gas  national  ceiling  based 
on  the  interpretation  of  vintaging  con¬ 
cepts  set  forth  by  the  Commission  in  its 
Opinion  No.  699-H,  issued  December  4, 
1974.  Pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  699-H  the 
rates,  if  accepted,  will  become  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

The  information  relevant  to  each  of 
these  sales  is  listed  in  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filings  should  on  or  before  March  12, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  A  protest  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestant  a  party  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 
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FUtni  Art*  Producer 

Rate 

aebedole 

No. 

Buyer 

Ana 

Pek.  11,  WW._.  inartoan  Petroflna  Co.  of  Texes, 
_  ^  _  P.O.  Box  2159,  Dallas,  Tex.  75221. 

97 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co... 

Texas  Gulf  Coast. 

Pel).  20, 1971. Coastal  States  Oas  Producing  Co., 

•  Greenway  Plaza  East,  Houston, 
Tex.  77046. 

26 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.. 

•  Do. 

Peb.  23, 1970. ..  Hilda  B.  Welnert  et  al.,  P.O.  Box  231, 
Beguin,  Tex.  78155. 

2 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corp. 

Do. 

[PR  Doc.76-6753  Piled  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-18] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

March  2,  1976. 

On  February  13,  1976,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  October  31, 
1975,  in  the  above-designated  proceed¬ 
ing.  Staff’s  motion  states  that  no  party 
objects  to  the  extension  requested. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows : 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  April  28,  1976. 
Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  May  12, 
1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  June  9,  1976. 
Hearing,  June  3,  1976  (10:00  am.,  e.d.t  ). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-6767  Piled  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI76-396 ] 

BRIERCREST  OIL  CO. 

Petition  for  Declaratory  Order  and 
Protective  Order 

March  3,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  23,  1976, 
Briercrest  Oil  Company  (Briercrest) , 
P.O.  Box  1110,  Dalhart,  Texas  79022, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CI76-396  a  petition 
for  an  order  declaring  that  no  abandon¬ 
ment  authorization  pursuant  to  section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  is  required 
on  behalf  of  Briercrest  or  any  other 
party  before  Briercrest  may  make  sales 
of  gas  to  intrastate  customers  which  will 
be  produced  from  certain  properties 
upon  expiration  of  50-year  fixed-term 
leases  and,  in  the  event  the  Commission 
should  not  act  before  the  expiration  of 
the  leases  or  should  the  Commission  de¬ 
termine  that  Briercrest  may  not  make  a 
sale  in  intrastate  commerce  without  ob¬ 
taining  prior  abandonment  authoriza¬ 
tion,  a  protective  order,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  petition  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Briercrest  s  petition  relates  to  produc¬ 
tion  from  two  separate  properties  in 
Moore  County,  Texas.  The  first  property 
is  said  to  involve  all  of  section  356  and 
the  East  half  and  the  Southwest  Quarter 
of  section  317,  both  Block  44,  H  &  TC  Ry. 
Co.  Survey,  Moore  County,  Texas,  which 
was  leased  for  a  fixed  period  of  50  years 
by  instrument  dated  March  18,  1926, 
from  W.  W.  Burnett  and  Stella  Burnett 
to  Gulf  Production  Company  (Gulf). 
Subsequently,  Briercraft  states,  the  lease 


was  assigned  by  Gulf  to  Phillips  Petro¬ 
leum  Company  (Phillips) .  Phillips  is 
said  to  sell  gas  produced  under  the  lease 
at  the  outlet  of  its  gas  processing  plant 
to  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (El 
Paso)  pursuant  to  its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  32. 

The  second  property  is  said  to  involve 
section  315  of  Block  4%,  H  &  TC  Ry.  Co. 
Survey,  Moore  County,  Texas,  which  was 
leased  to  Gulf  for  a  fixed  period  of  50 
years  by  instrument  dated  March  24, 
1926,  from  Mrs.  Charlotte  Strunk  and 
others.  Briercrest  states  that  Briercrest 
subsequently  acquired  a  %th  mineral 
fee  interest  in  the  property  from  the  fee 
owners.  Gulf  is  said  to  have  assigned  its 
leasehold  Interest  to  Kerr  McGee  from 
which  gas  is  sold  to  El  Paso  pursuant  to 
Phillip’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  32. 

Briercrest  states  that  it  has  never  ded¬ 
icated  Its  interests  in  the  properties  to 
interstate  commerce  and  will  not  have 
any  interest  in  gas  to  dedicate  until  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  50-year  fixed-term 
leases.  Further,  Briercrest  submits  that 
there  have  been  no  sales  by  Briercrest  in 
interstate  commerce  of  gas  produced 
from  these  properties  and  that  no  aban¬ 
donment  authority  is  needed  before 
Briercrest  disposes  of  its  production  at 
the  expiration  of  the  fixed-term  leases. 
The  Commission’s  opinion  in  “El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company  v.  Perry  R.  Bass" 
(48  FPC  1269)  is  said  to  support  this 
position.  In  Opinion  No.  737,  the  Com¬ 
mission  reached  a  contrary  decision 
which  is  under  review  in  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fifth 
Circuit,  “Southland  Royalty  Co.,  et  al.  v. 
FPC,”  No.  75-3373,  et  al. 

Briercrest  requests  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issue  an  order,  prior  to  termination 
of  the  two  leases,  removing  uncertainty 
and  declaring  that  Briercrest  has  no  ob¬ 
ligation  to  obtain  abandondment  au¬ 
thorization  before  committing  its  pro¬ 
duction  to  an  intrastate  market. 

Briercrest  requests  that  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  unable  to  take  final  action  in  this 
proceeding  by  March  18, 1976,  for  the  first 
property  and  by  March  24,  1976,  for  the 
second  property,  the  Commission  issue 
the  protective  order  indicated  below,  to 
be  effective  upon  the  termination  of  the 
fixed-term  leases.  Likewise,  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  issue  an  order  requiring 
that  Briercrest  obtain  abandonment  au¬ 
thorization,  Briercrest  requests  that  a 
protective  order  be  included  to  afford 
protection  to  all  parties  pending  final  res¬ 
olution  of  the  matter  upon  review.  In 
either  case,  Briercrest  requests  that  the 
provisions  of  the  protective  order  be  ef¬ 
fective  pending  completion  of  Judicial 
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review  of  the  instant  proceeding,  or  in  the 
event  that  court  review  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  is  not  sought,  pending  completion  of 
judicial  review  in  “Southland  Royalty 
Co.,  et  al.  v.  PPC.”  Consistent  with  the 
protective  order  in  the  Southland  case, 
Briercrest  suggests  that  the  protective 
order  in  the  instant  proceeding  provide 
as  follows: 

(A)  If  the  Commission  determines  that 
abandonment  authorization  is  not  re¬ 
quired,  the  following  language  should  be 
Included  in  the  order : 

If  Briercrest  should  determine  not  to  make 
sales  of  Its  production  to  El  Paso  and  any 
party  In  this  proceeding  seeks  court  review 
of  this  order,  and  if  the  Commission’s  de¬ 
termination  herein  Bhould  be  reversed  upon 
review  and  the  gas  be  held  to  have  been  dedi¬ 
cated  to  El  Paso,  then  Briercrest  shall  be 
required  to  repay  to  El  Paso  volumes  of  gas. 
In  an  equitable  manner  over  a  reasonable 
period  of  time,  equal  to  those  which  would 
have  been  delivered  to  E!  Paso  from  the  sub¬ 
ject  properties  from  the  dates  of  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  leases,  March  18,  1976,  and 
March  24.  1976,  untU  the  date  deliveries  to 
El  Paso  are  required  to  commence  pursuant 
to  final  order  no  longer  subject  to  review. 

(B)  If  the  Commission  determines  that 
abandonment  authorization  is  required 
and  Briercrest  is  forced  to  sell  its  produc¬ 
tion  to  El  Paso,  then  the  following  lan¬ 
guage  should  be  included  in  the  Com¬ 
mission  order: 

If  Briercrest  should  seek  review  of  this 
order  and,  upon  review  in  such  proceeding 
or  In  “Southland  Royalty  Co.  v.  FPC,”  6th 
Clr.  Nos.  67-8378,  et  al.,  It  Is  ultimately  de¬ 
termined  that  the  gas  may  be  sold  to  others 
than  El  Paso  without  abandonment  author¬ 
ity,  then  any  deliveries  by  Briercrest  pend¬ 
ing  such  Judicial  review  shall  not  have  con¬ 
stituted  a  dedication  of  Its  gas  to  the  Inter- 
State  market  and  acceptance  of  monies  paid 
for  gas  delivered  pending  Judicial  review  shall 
not  prejudice  the  rights  of  Briercrest  In  the 
premises;  further,  El  Paso  shall  be  required 
to  repay  Briercrest  In  gas  for  the  deliveries 
made  to  It  pending  Judicial  review.  Such  re¬ 
payment  Is  to  be  made  by  El  Paso  subject  to 
the  following  conditions:  (a)  the  pay-back 
volumes  are  to  be  delivered  In  an  equitable 
manner  over  a  reasonable  period  of  time  sub- 
and  Briercrest  cannot  agree  as  to  such  sched¬ 
uling  but  not  as  to  entitlement  If  El  Paso 
and  Briercrest  aennot  agree  as  to  such  sched¬ 
uling,  (b)  Briercrest  shall  return  to  El 
Paso  the  monies  paid  for  deliveries  made 
pending  Judicial  review,  such  repayment  to 
be  made  within  thirty  (30)  days  following 
the  end  of  each  calendar  month  during  which 
payback  volumes  are  delivered  by  El  Paso, 
and  (c)  the  payback  volumes  shall  not  be 
considered  to  be  Jurisdictional  gas  and  ac¬ 
ceptance  thereof  by  Briercrest  or  any  of 
their  customers,  shall  not  subject  any  of 
them  to  Commission  Jurisdiction. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  March  15, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 


ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.76-6750  Filed  3-9-76; 8:45  ami 

[Docket  No.  CP76-260] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

^  _  Application 

March  3,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  12, 1976, 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Applicant) ,  445  West  Main  Street, 
Clarksburg,  West  Virginia  26301,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-260  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  natural  gas  on  a  firm  basis  for 
Pittsburgh  Tube  Company  (Pittsburgh 
Tube) ,  a  new  customer,  and  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  facilities  therefor, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  it  has  agreed  pursuant 
to  a  transportation  agreement  dated  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1975,  with  Pittsburgh  Tube  to 
render  for  fifteen  years  a  firm  transpor¬ 
tation  service  for  Pittsburgh  Tube.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  said  to  have  agreed  to  accept 
up  to  460  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  for 
Pittsburgh  Tube  and  itself  in  Doddridge 
County,  West  Virginia,  and  to  deliver 
such  gas  to  Pittsburgh  Tube’s  plant  near 
Jane  Lew,  Lewis  County,  West  Virginia. 
Pittsburgh  Tube  would  pay  Applicant  a 
commodity  charge  of  3.0  cents  per  Mcf 
transported,  and  Applicant  would  pur¬ 
chase  one  quarter  of  the  gas  that  Pitts¬ 
burgh  Tube  delivers  to  Applicant  at  the 
price  of  $1.00  per  Mcf,  which  is  said  to 
be  the  prevailing  interstate  small  pro¬ 
ducer  price. 

Applicant  also  proposes  to  construct 
and  operate  gas  regulation  and  measure¬ 
ment  facilities  at  the  Jane  Lew  delivery 
point  and  at  the  points  of  receipt  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  from  Pittsburgh  Tube.  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  facilities  at  the  points 
of  receipt  in  Doddridge  County  would 
cost  approximately  $18,050  and  states 
that  Pittsburgh  Tube  would  reimburse 
Applicant  for  three-quarters  of  the  ac¬ 
tual  cost.  The  cost  of  the  proposed  de¬ 
livery  point  to  Pittsburgh  Tube  is  esti¬ 
mated  by  Applicant  to  be  approximately 
$5,572.  Applicant  estimates  that  total 
cost  of  the  facilities  would  be  approxi¬ 
mately  $18,708  and  that  the  costs  that  it 
would  be  required  to  bear  would  be  ap¬ 
proximately  $8,883,  which  would  be  fi¬ 
nanced  with  funds  on  hand. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  been  in¬ 
formed  by  Pittsburgh  Tube  that  the  end- 
use  of  the  natural  gas,  proposed  to  be 
transported  would  be  in  priorities  2  and 
3 1  for  the  manufacture  of  steel  tubing. 


1  Applicant  states  that  the  priorities  of  use 
are  as  defined  in  I  2.78  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Policy  and  Interpretations  (18  CFR 
2.78). 


60,000  Mcf  per  year  would  be  used  for 
annealing,  which  is  stated  to  be  a  priori¬ 
ty  2  use,  and  40,000  Mcf  per  year  would 
be  used  for  steam  generation,  which  is 
stated  to  be  a  priority  3  use. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  25, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  ts  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certif¬ 
icate  is  required  by  the  public  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  76-6755  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  RP75-114] 

EAST  TENNESSEE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
March  2,  1976. 

On  February  18  and  February  20,  1976, 
Chattanooga  Gas  Company  and  East 
Tennessee  Group  respectively  filed  mo¬ 
tions  to  extend  the  procedural  dates  fixed 
by  order  issued  April  14, 1975,  as  most  re¬ 
cently  modified  by  notice  issued  Janu¬ 
ary  22,  1976,  in  the  above-designated 
proceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows : 

Service  ot  Intervenor  Testimony,  March  22, 
1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  April  5,  1976. 
Hearing,  April  19,  1976  (10:00  am.,  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6768  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  E-8008,  ER76-211] 

FLORIDA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  of  Settlement  Agreement  and  Motion 
To  Approve  Said  Agreement 

March  3,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  23,  1976, 
Florida  Power  and  Light  Company 
i  FP&L'  and  the  Utilities  Commission  of 
the  City  of  New  Smyrna  Beach,  Florida 
(New  Smyrna  Beach)  filed  a  Joint  Mo¬ 
tion  for  Approval  of  Settlement  Agree¬ 
ment  in  the  above-captioned  dockets. 

Copies  of  this  Settlement  Agreement 
and  Motion  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  Any  person  desiring  to  comment 
on  matters  contained  therein  should  file 
comments  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC.  20426,  on  or  before 
March  16.  1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.76-6758  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-270] 

GAS  GATHERING  CORP. 

Application 

March  4,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  17,  1976, 
Gas  Gathering  Corporation  (Applicant) , 
Post  Office  Box  519,  Hammond,  Louisiana 
70401,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP7&-270  an 
application  in  accordance  with,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  as  amended,  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  nec¬ 
essity  authorizing  Applicant  to  transport 
up  to  an  aggregate  of  8,000  Mcf  per  day 
of  natural  gas  for  the  account  of  Nabisco, 
Inc.  (Nabisco)  and  Cone  Mills  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Cone  Mills),  industrial  customers 
served  by  customers  of  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco), 
and  Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern) ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  wrhich  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  states  that  it  will  receive 
natural  gas  for  the  account  of  Nabisco, 
Cone  Mills  and  Southern  at  its  intercon¬ 
nection  with  Southern’s  system  in  Hap- 
pytown  Field,  St.  Martin  Parish,  Loui¬ 
siana,  and  will  redeliver  such  transpor¬ 
tation  volumes  to  Transco’s  Sherburne 
Meter  Station  in  Pointe  Coupee  Parish, 
Louisiana.  Applicant  proposes  a  trans¬ 
portation  charge  of  3.0  cents  per  Mcf  on 
the  aforesaid  volumes  delivered  to 
Transco. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desiring 
to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with 
reference  to  said  application  should  on 
or  before  March  12,  1976,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 


ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) 
and  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  Protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6751  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI64-26] 

GULF  (XL  CORP. 

Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

March  2, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  23,  1976, 
Gulf  Oil  Corporation  (Gulf),  P.O.  Box 
2100,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI64-26  a  petition  for  a  de¬ 
claratory  order  pursuant  to  5  1.7(c)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  554(e)  and  Sections  4,  5,  7 
and  19(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  Gulf 
requests  that  the  Commission  issue  a 
declaratory  order  stating  that  any  is¬ 
sues  as  to  alleged  “damages”  to  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation,  its 
customers,  or  any  other  person  or  entity, 
or  as  to  monetary  “penalties”  or  pay¬ 
ments  by  Gulf,  resulting  from  or  related 
to  allegations  that  Gulf  has  not  per¬ 
formed,  or  is  not  performing,  its  obliga¬ 
tions  under  Gulf’s  contract  with  Texas 
Eastern,  Gulf’s  Rate  Schedule  No.  278, 
and  the  certificate  issued  to  Gulf  in 
Docket  No.  CI64-26,  are  not  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  are  not  to  be  considered 
or  decided  in  this  proceeding,  and  are 
matters  for  presentation  to  and  resolu¬ 
tion  by  other  forums  as  provided  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  or  any  other  statute  or 
law  providing  a  forum  in  which  such  is¬ 
sues  are  properly  cognizable. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  March  19, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6771  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ES76-39] 

KENTUCKY  UTILITIES  CO. 

Application 

March  3, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  23,  1976, 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company  (Applicant) 
filed  an  Application  pursuant  to  Section 
203  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  seeking  au¬ 
thorization  to  acquire  from  Old  Domin¬ 
ion  Power  Company  (Old  Dominion), 
from  time  to  time  during  the  year  1976, 
unsecured  promissory  notes  of  Old  Do¬ 
minion  in  amounts  not  to  exceed  $1,500,- 
000  in  the  aggregate  at  any  time  unpaid. 
Old  Dominion  is  a  wholly-owned  subsidi¬ 
ary  of  the  Applicant. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Lexington, 
Kentucky,  and  is  engaged  in  the  electric 
utility  business  in  Central,  Southeastern 
and  Western  Kentucky. 

Old  Dominion  is  incorporated  under 
the  law  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Norton,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  is  engaged  in  purchasing, 
transmitting,  distributing  and  selling 
electric  energy  in  southwestern  Virginia. 
The  electric  facilities  of  the  Applicant 
and  of  Old  Dominion  are  interconnected 
with  those  of  certain  other  electric  util¬ 
ities  under  interconnection  agreements 
on  file  with  the  Commission. 

The  rate  of  interest  to  be  borne  by  the 
notes  has  been  determined  on  the  basis 
of  the  estimated  cost  of  money  which 
would  be  incurred  by  Old  Dominion  were 
it  to  seek  to  Obtain  such  funds  on  sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  terms  as  the  notes 
through  the  issuance  of  its  securities  in 
a  public  offering  or  a  private  placement. 

The  proceeds  from  the  issuance  of  the 
notes  will  be  used  by  Old  Dominion  to 
finance  the  construction,  completion,  ex¬ 
tension  and  improvement  of  its  electric 
utility  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  26, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
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requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  become  parties  to  a  proceeding 
or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules.  The  Application  is  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6764  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


NORTHERN  ILLINOIS  GAS 
Application 

March  2,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  10, 1975, 
Northern  Illinois  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  190,  Aurora,  Illinois 
60507,  filed  in  Docket  No.  G-10632  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  1(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  declaration  of 
continuing  exemption  from  the  provisions 
of  the  natural  Gas  Act  notwithstanding 
Applicant’s  participation  in  a  scheme  for 
the  rescheduling  of  deliveries  of  natural 
gas  from  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  (Natural),  all  as  more  fully 
ftet  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

By  application  of  February  9,  1975,  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-252  Natural  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  Natural  to  reschedule  deliveries  to 
Applicant  and  other  customers  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  Natural  in  ameliorat¬ 
ing  the  impact  of  unforeseen  curtailment 
on  its  system  this  winter.  Natural  would 
reduce  deliveries  to  Applicant  from  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1976,  through  March  31,  1976, 
by  up  to  200,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  or  up 
to  6,381,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  season.  To  the 
extent  deliveries  would  be  reduced  in 

1976,  Natural  would  deliver  thermally 
equivalent  volumes  of  gas  from  April  1, 

1977,  though  September  30, 1977,  at  times 
and  in  quantities  agreeable  to  Applicant; 
and  these  deliveries  would  not  be  subject 
to  curtailment.  Natural  would  pay  Appli¬ 
cant  $1.17  per  Mcf  of  reduced  deliveries. 
Applicant  requests  that  its  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  pursuant  to  section  1(c)  thereof, 
continue  notwithstanding  its  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  rescheduling  with  Natural. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  for  continuing  exemption 
should  on  or  before  March  22,  1976,  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 


testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6769  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  ami 


[Project  Nos.  2243,  2273) 

PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  POWER  CO.  AND 

WASHINGTON  PUBLIC  POWER  SUPPLY 

SYSTEM 

Extension  of  Time 

March  2,  1976. 

On  February  9, 1976,  Pacific  Northwest 
Power  Company  requested  an  extension 
of  the  time  for  filing  answers  to  the  Mo¬ 
tion  to  Dismiss,  filed  on  January  8,  1976 
by  the  Sierra  Club  in  the  above-indicated 
matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  for  filing  answers  to 
the  above  motion  of  the  Sierra  Club  is 
extended  to  and  including  March  12, 
1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.  76-6763  Filed  3-9- 76; 8: 46  amj 


[Docket  No.  CI7 4-244 1 

PENNZOIL  PRODUCING  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

March  2,  1976. 

On  February  26,  1976,  Pennzoil  Pro¬ 
ducing  Company  (Pennzoil)  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  extend  the  time  by  which  it  must 
accept  or  reject  the  certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  issued  by 
Opinion  No.  752,  pursuant  to  order  is¬ 
sued  February  2,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  time 
by  which  Pennzoil  must  accept  or  reject 
the  above-indicated  certificate  is  extend¬ 
ed  to  and  including  April  26,  1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-6764  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  ami 


[Docket  No.  ER76-527] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
INDIANA 

Tariff  Change 

March  3,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  26,  1976, 
Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana 
(PSI)  tendered  for  filing  a  change  in  the 
demand  charge  for  Unit  Power  included 
in  Service  B  of  the  Kentucky-Indiana 
Pool  Planning  and  Operating  Agreement, 
designated  as  PSI’s  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  225.  The  Agreement  is  between  PSI, 
East  Kentucky  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Indian¬ 
apolis  Power  &  Light  Company,  and 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company. 

The  Unit  Power  Demand  Charges  are 
determined  by  use  plant  cost  per  kilo¬ 
watt,  fixed  charge  rate  and  annual  plant 


O&M  expense.  The  change  in  the  demand 
charge  results  from  recalculations  of 
these  three  figures. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  19,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6769  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am[ 


[Docket  Nos.  E-8586,  E-8587,  ER76-149] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
INDIANA 

Informal  Conference 

March  3, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  23  and  24, 
1976  an  informal  conference  will  be  con¬ 
vened  in  these  proceedings  at  10:00  a  m. 
in  the  offices  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The  purpose  of 
the  conference  is  to  permit  the  parties 
and  the  Staff  to  consider  the  means  by 
which  the  hearing  in  this  proceeding  may 
be  facilitated  and  to  discuss  any  other 
procedural  matters  in  this  docket. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6760  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RI76-72] 

ROYAL  INTERNATIONAL  PETROLEUM 
CORP. 

Amendment  to  Petition  for  Special  Relief 

March  4, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  13,  1976, 
Royal  International  Petroleum  Corpora¬ 
tion  (RIPCO) ,  700  Oil  and  Gas  Building, 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70112,  filed  an 
amendment  to  its  petition  for  special 
relief  filed  in  this  proceeding  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1975  (noticed  December  9,  1975,  40 
FR  58505,  Decmeber  17,  1975). 

In  its  petition,  RIPCO  requested  that 
it  be  granted  special  relief  pursuant  to 
18  CFR  2.76  with  respect  to  its  State 
Lease  5605  No.  A-l,  Block  69,  Chan- 
deleur  Sound,  St.  Bernard  Parish,  Loui¬ 
siana,  containing  one  well.  It  stated  that 
due  to  extensive  deterioration  in  its 
fiowline  to  such  well  and  the  resultant 
leakage  of  gas,  the  well  had  been  shut  in. 

Gas  from  said  acreage  is  sold  to  South¬ 
ern  Natural  Gas  Company  pursuant  to  a 
small  producer  certificate  issued  to 
RIPCO  in  Docket  No.  CS72-617  at  a  price 
of  42.0<f  per  Mcf.  In  its  petition,  RIPCO 
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stated  that  it  could  not  be  economically 
justified  in  installing  a  new  flowline  un¬ 
less  it  could  be  granted  relief  at  a  rate  of 
75.0C  per  Mcf  upon  completion  of  the 
new  flcwline.  In  its  amendment  to  its 
petition  RIPCO  stated  that  based  on  dis¬ 
cussions  with  the  Commission  Staff  after 
submission  of  additional  economic  and 
geological  data  requested  by  the  Staff,  it 
was  requesting  permission  to  collect  a 
price  of  60.0C  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia  in 
lieu  of  the  75.0c  originally  requested. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  March  23, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord - 
anced  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FE  Doc.76-6752  Filed  3-0-76:8:45  ami 

|  Docket  No.  ER76-87| 

SIERRA  PACIFIC  POWER  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

March  2, 1976. 

On  February  25,  1976,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  November  25, 
1975,  as  most  recently  modified  by  notice 
issued  January  26,  1976,  in  the  above- 
designated  proceeding. 

Staff’s  motion  states  that  no  party  in 
the  proceeding  has  any  objection  to  the 
requested  extension. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  May  11,  1976. 
Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  May  25, 

1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  June  8, 1976. 
Hearing,  June  22,  1976  (10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plume, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6765  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am) 

|  Docket  No.  CI76-9] 

TEXACO  INC. 

Withdrawal;  Correction 

March  3, 1976. 

In  FR  Doc.  76-4168  appearing  on  page 
6331  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  February 
12,  1976,  the  headings  should  read  as  set 
forth  above  and  in  Paragraph  1,  line  1, 
“Texas,  Inc.’’  should  read  “Texaco,  Inc.” 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6762  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-261 J 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Application 

March  3,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  13, 1976, 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
(Applicant) ,  Post  Office  Box  2521,  Hous¬ 
ton.  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-261  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  facilities  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  natural  gas  and  the  exchange 
of  natural  gas  with  Arkansas  Louisiana 
Gas  Company  (Arkla  >  in  Shelby,  Marion 
and  Waskom  Counties,  Texas,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  pursuant  to  a 
gas  exchange  agreement  between  itself 
and  Arkla  dated  November  10,  1975, 
Arkla  would  deliver  up  to  5,000  Mcf  per 
day  of  natural  gas  to  Applicant  at  a 
proposed  point  of  exchange  in  Shelby 
County,  Texas.  Applicant  would  deliver 
exchange  gas  to  Arkla  at  a  proposed 
point  of  exchange  on  Applicant’s  24-inch 
pipeline  system  in  Marion  County,  Texas. 
Volumes  of  natural  gas  would  be  bal¬ 
anced  on  a  monthly  basis  at  Applicant’s 
existing  connection  at  the  outlet  of 
Arkla’s  Waskom  Products  Extraction 
Plant  in  Harrison  County.  Texas.  The 
exchange  would  be  on  an  Mcf  for  Mcf, 
best  efforts  basis,  it  is  indicated. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  dual  two-inch  taps  and  valves 
on  Applicant's  24-inch  pipeline  in  Shelby 
County,  Texas,  for  the  receipt  of  natural 
gas  from  Arkla.  and  to  construct  and 
operate  a  three-inch  tap  and  valve  on 
Applicant's  24-inch  pipeline  in  Marion 
County,  Texas,  for  the  delivery  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Arkla.  Applicant  estimates 
that  the  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities 
would  be  approximately  $6,614. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  26, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests^filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 


notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.73-6757  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am) 


|  Docket  No.  RP75-56 ) 

TEXAS  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Deferring  Hearing  Date 

March  2,  1976. 

On  February  25,  1975,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  defer  the  hearing  set 
by  order  issued  March  7,  1975,  as  most 
recently  modified  by  notice  issued  De¬ 
cember  10,  1975  in  Docket  No.  RP75-56. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
set  for  March  8,  1976  is  deferred  pending 
action  by  the  Commission  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  settlement  agreement  filed  in  the 
above-indicated  docket  on  December  f7, 
1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6766  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 

lUbcket  No.  CP76-275] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

March  2,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  25,  1976, 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas),  Post  Office  Box  1160, 
Owensboro,  Kentucky  42301,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-275,  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  as  amended,  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  thereunder,  and  Section  2.79  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and  In¬ 
terpretations,  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
Texas  Gas  to  transport  a  quantity  of 
natural  gas  up  to  91  Mcf  per  day  at  14.73 
psia  on  an  interruptible  basis  for  Terre 
Haute  Malleable  and  Manufacturing  Co., 
Division  of  United  Industrial  Syndicate, 
Inc.,  a  New  York  corporation  (Terre 
Haute  Malleable),  an  existing  industrial 
customer  of  Terre  Haute  Gas  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Terre  Haute),  one  of  Texas  Gas’s 
resale  customers,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  the  gas  will  be 
purchased  by  Terre  Haute  Malleable 
from  production  in  Claiborne  Parish, 
Louisiana,  and  delivered  to  Texas  Gas 
at  a  meter  station  to  be  constructed  and 
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installed  near  the  site  of  Block  Valve  No. 
1  on  Texas  Gas’s  Sharon-Carthage  20- 
inch  pipeline  in  Section  35,  Township  20 
North,  Range  6  West,  in  Claiborne 
Parish,  Louisiana.  Texas  Gas  will  re¬ 
deliver  the  transportation  volumes  to 
Terre  Haute  at  an  existing  point  or 
points  of  delivery  for  the  account  of 
Terre  Haute  Malleable.  Terre  Haute 
Malleable  will  pay  Texas  Gas  an  initial 
charge  of  19.03  cents  per  Mcf  for  volumes 
delivered  to  Terre  Haute  for  Terre  Haute 
Malleable’s  account,  and  Texas  Gas  will 
retain  9.0  percent  of  the  transportation 
volumes  for  compressor  fuel  and  line  loss 
makeup. 

The  application  states  that  the  gas  is 
intended  for  high-priority  process  use  in 
Terre  Haute  Malleable’s  Terre  Haute, 
Indiana,  facility. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  March  22,  1976. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  or  if  the  Commission  oil 
its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  If 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6770  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75— 75  (AP76-5),  (AP76  6) 
etc.] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP.  AND  TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS 
PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Stay  of  Orders  Pending  Commission  Action 
on  Application  for  Rehearing 

March  3,  1976. 

On  January  30,  1976,  the  Commission 
issued  an  order  in  Docket  No.  RP75-75 
(AP76-5)  requiring  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco)  to 
eliminate  certain  advance  payments 
from  an  advance  payment  tracking  filing 
which  was  filed  on  December  16,  1975, 
and  was  proposed  to  become  effective  as 
of  February  1,  1976.  On  February  13, 
1976,  Transco  filed  an  application  for  re¬ 
hearing  of  the  January  30,  1976,  order 
and  requested,  inter  alia.,  a  stay  of  the 
Jauary  30,  1976,  order  pending  Commis¬ 


sion  action  on  Transco's  application  for 
rehearing. 

Upon  consideration,  Transco’s  request 
for  a  temporary  stay  of  the  January  30, 
1976,  order  is  granted  to  the  extent  that 
Transco  may  collect,  subject  to  refund, 
all  claimed  advance  payments  costs  in  its 
December  16,  1975,  advance  payment 
tracking  filing  in  Docket  No.  RP75-75 
(AP76-5)  which  was  proposed  to  become 
effective  as  of  February  1,  1976.  This 
stay  is  granted  pending  Commission  ac¬ 
tion  on  Transco’s  application  for  rehear¬ 
ing  filed  February  13,  1976,  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-75  (AP76-5) . 

Consistent  with  this  action,  the  Com¬ 
mission  orders  issued  February  27,  1976, 
in  Docket  Nos.  RP72-99,  RP75-75  (EPGA 
76-2)  and  in  Docket  No.  RP75-75  (AP 
76-6)  are  also  temporarily  stayed  pend¬ 
ing  Commission  action  on  Transco’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  rehearing,  to  the  exterfl 
these  two  orders  reflect  the  action  taken 
in  the  January  30,  1976,  order  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-75  (AP76-5)  regarding  the  dis¬ 
puted  advance  payments. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6766  Filed  3-9-76,8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-416] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Fuel  Adjustment  Clause,  Estab¬ 
lishing  Procedure  and  Granting  Interven¬ 
tions 

March  3,  1976. 

On  December  31,  1975  Virginia  Elec¬ 
tric  and  Power  Company  (VEPCO) 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  resale  rate  schedules  filed  with  the 
Commission.*  The  changes  are  intended 
to  conform  VEPCO’s  fuel  adjustment 
clause  to  §  35.14  of  the  Commission’s  reg- 
lations,  as  promulgated  in  Order  No.  517; 
to  change  the  base  cost  of  fuel;  and,  to 
provide  for  a  temporary  surcharge  to  re¬ 
cover  alleged  uncollected  fuel  expenses. 

The  fuel  clause  proposed  by  VEPCO  is 
based  on  a  fuel  cost  of  $0.01269  per  kwH 
for  the  12-month  period  ending  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1975.  The  energy  charge  included 
in  the  basic  rate  is  increased  from  0.44* 
per  kwH  to  1.323*  per  kwH.  The  change 
was  made  to  show  the  roll-in  of  the 
amount  by  which  the  base  cost  of  fuel 
under  the  new  fuel  clause  exceeds  the 
base  cost  under  the  presently  effective 
fuel  clause.  The  proposed  changes  in¬ 
clude  a  temporary  surcharge  *  which  will 
result  in  collections  of  $4,977,543  for  the 
cooperatives  and  $3,388,076  for  munici¬ 
palities  based  on  the  December  31,  1975 


1The  sheet  showing  the  proposed  changes 
for  cooperatives  served  by  VEPCO  Is  desig¬ 
nated  as  "Supplement  A — Schedule  RC."  The 
oomparable  sheet  for  municipals  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  "Supplement  A — Schedule  RS.” 

*  VEPCO  states  that  due  to  different  gross 
tax  receipts  In  North  Carolina  and  Virginia, 
the  surcharge  will  be  for:  Cooperatives — 
.098e/kwh  In  Virginia  and  .100e/kwh  in 
North  Carolina;  Municipals — .110f/kwh  In 
Virginia  and  .113*/kwh  In  North  Carolina. 


fuel  expense  deferrals  in  the  test  year 
data  filed  as  part  of  VEPCO’s  case  in 
Docket  No.  El-9147.  VEPCO  proposes  to 
collect  the  surcharge  for  twenty-four 
monthly  billing  periods  following  its 
effective  date. 

VEPCO  requests  as  an  effective  date 
the  first  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  in  which  the  Commission  ap¬ 
proves,  if  it  does,  the  Settlement  Agree¬ 
ment  filed  in  Docket  No.  E-9147. 

Notice  of  VEPCO’s  proposal  was 
issued  on  January  14,  1976  with  com¬ 
ments,  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  January  26,  1976.  A 
Protest  and  Petition  to  Intervene  was 
filed  by  the  Electricities  of  North  Car¬ 
olina  (Electricities)  on  January  12, 
1976.  A  Protest,  Petition  to  Intervene  and 
Motion  to  Reject  in  Part  was  filed  by 
the  North  Carolina  Electric  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation,  Roanoke  Electric 
Membership  Corporation,  Old  Dominion 
Electric  Cooperative  and  Northern  Neck 
Electric  Cooperative  (Cooperatives). 

Electricities  raise  two  objections  to 
VEPCO’s  filing.  Electricities  believe  it 
would  be  proper  and  appropriate  for  the 
Commission  to  approve  VEPCO’s  re¬ 
quested  effective  date.  However,  Electri¬ 
cities  oppose  the  use  of  estimated  fuel 
costs  and  the  elimination  of  the  two- 
month  lag  in  the  collection  of  fuel  costs. 
Electricities  claim  the  elimination  of  the 
lag  removes  a  built  in  incentive  for  util¬ 
ities  to  bargain  for  lower  prices  with 
their  fuel  suppliers.  Electricities  also 
claim  that  the  use  of  estimated  fuel  costs 
are  not  permitted  oy  5  35  14  a)  (2)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Electricities 
object  to  the  surcharge  on  the  basis  that 
it  consists  of  retroactive  rulemaking  and 
on  the  basis  that  it  is  an  attempt  to  con¬ 
vert  of  paper  profit  to  a  real  profit. 

The  Cooperatives  also  concur  in  VEP¬ 
CO’s  request  for  an  effective  date  of  the 
first  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  in  which  the  Commission  ap¬ 
proves  the  settlement  in  Docket  No.  E- 
9147.  The  Cooperatives  object  to  the  fuel 
clause  on  the  basis  that  it  eliminates  the 
lag  which  they  state  will  remove  the  in¬ 
centive  to  bargain  for  lower  prices  and 
that  it  is  not  allowed  by  the  regulations. 
The  Cooperatives  object  to  item  (3)  of 
VEPCO’s  fuel  adjustment  clause  which 
they  claim  gives  VEPCO  “the  right  to  re¬ 
cover  costs  associated  with  interchange 
power  which  are  not  truly  fuel  related.’’ 
The  Cooperatives  urge  us  to  reject  VEP¬ 
CO’s  filing  insofar  as  it  would  impose 
a  surcharge  for  the  purpose  of  recover¬ 
ing  deferred  fuel  cost  amounts.  The  Co¬ 
operatives  argue,  much  like  Electricities, 
that  the  surcharge  is  an  attempt  to  con¬ 
vert  a  paper  profit  to  a  real  profit  by 
retroactive  ratemaking  and  therefore  it 
should  not  be  allowed. 

On  February  5,  1976  VEPCO  filed  a 
Motion  for  Leave  to  File  Late  Answer  and 
Answer  to  Protests  and  Petitions  to  In¬ 
tervene.  VEPCO  stated  that  it  does  not 
oppose  the  interventions  of  Electricities 
or  the  Cooperatives.  VEPCO  claims  that 
the  use  of  the  word  “estimated”  in  the 
fuel  adjustment  clause  was  “unfortu¬ 
nate.” 
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VEPCO  states  that  “the  estimate  is 
the  actual  fuel  costs  experienced  during 
the  second  month  preceding  the  current 
billing  month.  Adjustment  is  made  of 
that  proxy  as  soon  as  actual  costs  of  the 
current  billing  month  are  known.”  With 
regard  to  the  objections  to  its  proposed 
surcharge,  VEPCO  states  that  these  are 
issues  which  are  best  resolved  at  hearing 
and  that  rejection  at  this  time  would 
be  improper. 

The  surcharge  provision  proposed  by 
VEPCO  in  this  filing  may  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable.  We  note  that  similar  pro¬ 
visions  in  Maine  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany.  Docket  No.  E-8624,  and  in  Public 
Service  Company  of  New  Hampshire, 
Docket  No.  ER76-285,  were  set  for  hear¬ 
ing.  Accordingly,  we  believe  it  proper  to 
set  this  matter  for  hearing  along  with  the 
other  issues  raised  by  VEPCO ’s  filing. 

VEPCO ’s  proposed  fuel  adjustment 
clause  and  surcharge  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  We  will  accept  VEPCO’s  fuel 
adjustment  clause  and  surcharge  for  fil¬ 
ing  and  suspend  their  effectiveness  for 
one  day.  With  regard  to  this,  VEPCO 
and  the  intervenors  agreed  that  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  proposed  fuel  clause 
should  be  the  first  day  of  the  month  fol¬ 
lowing  the  month  in  which  the  Commis¬ 
sion  approves  the  Settlement  Agreement 
in  Docket  No.  E-9147.  We  believe  that 
it  is  proper  to  allow  the  effective  date  to 
be  as  the  parties  requested.  Accordingly, 
we  shall  permit  waiver  of  the  prior  notice 
requirements,  §  35.3  of  our  regulations, 
in  order  to  permit  the  fuel  clause  to  be¬ 
come  effective,  subject  to  refund,  on  the 
second  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  in  which  the  Commission  ap¬ 
proves  the  Settlement  Agreement  in 
Docket  No.  E-9147. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  VEPCO’s  pro¬ 
posed  fuel  adjustment  clause  and  to  sus¬ 
pend  its  operation  for  one  day  when  It 
shall  be  permitted  to  become  effective, 
subject  to  refund. 

(2)  It  is  proper  and  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that  a 
hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
VEPCO’s  proposed  fuel  adjustment 
clause  be  commenced. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  the 
interventions  of  Electricities  and  the 
Cooperatives  in  this  proceeding. , 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  the  prior  notice  requirement  of  the 
regulations  so  as  to  permit  the  proposed 
fuel  clause  to  become  effective  on  the 
second  day  of  the  month  folowing  the 
month  in  which  the  Commission  ap¬ 
proves,  if  it  does,  the  Settlement  Agree¬ 
ment  in  Docket  No.  E-9147.  Good  cause 
also  exists  to  grant  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ment  for  revenue  comparisons  for  an  ad¬ 
ditional  12  month  period. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  decision  thereon,  VEPCO’s 
proposed  fuel  adjustment  clause  is  here¬ 
by  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended 
from  operation  for  one  day,  or  until  the 


second  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  in  which  Commission  approves,  if 
it  does,  the  Settlement  Agreement  in 
Docket  No.  E-9147.  Waiver  of  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  an  additional  12  month 
period  revenue  comparison  is  hereby 
granted. 

(B)  Waiver  of  the  prior  notice  require¬ 
ment,  as  allowed  by  Section  35.11  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  is  hereby 
granted. 

(C)  The  Electricities  and  Cooperatives 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however,  That  the  participation  of  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  the  rights  and  interests  specifi¬ 
cally  set  forth  in  their  respective  petitions 
to  intervene:  And  Provided,  further, 
TJiat  the  admission  of  such  intervenors 
snail  not  be  construed  as  recognition  that 
they  or  any  of  them  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  issued  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  design  ted  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5 
(d) ),  shall  preside  at  the  initial  confer¬ 
ence  in  this  proceeding  on  April  15,  1976 
at  9:30  am.,  e.s.t.,  in  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  Said  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  is  hereby  authorized  to 
establish  all  procedural  dates  and  to  rule 
upon  all  motions  (with  the  exceptions  of 
petitions  to  intervene,  motions  to  con¬ 
solidate  and  sever,  and  motions  to  dis¬ 
miss,  as  provided  for  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure. 

(E)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  parties 
to  this  proceeding  regarding  the  con¬ 
vening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  settle¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  §  1.18  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

CsealI  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doe  76-6761  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 


[  Docket  No.  RP73-23  (PQA76-1  A)  ] 

LAWRENCEBURG  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Filing  of  Tariff  Sheets 

March  2, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  23, 1976, 
Lawrenceburg  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Lawrenceburg)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  Interim  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 
and  Interim  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  18 
to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1. 

Lawrenceburg  states  that  these  sheets 
are  being  filed  to  reflect  a  change  in  its 
costs  of  gas  purchased  from  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  pursuant  to 
Lawrenceburg’s  Purchased  Gas  Adjust¬ 
ment  (PGA)  Clause  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tar¬ 
iff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  Law¬ 


renceburg  requests  an  effective  date  of 
February  1,  1976  for  this  filing  and  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  the  Commission’s  Regu¬ 
lations  to  enable  this  filing  to  become 
effective  on  that  date. 

The  proposed  change  would  increase 
revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales  and 
service  by  $212,515  based  on  the  12- 
month  period  ending  November  30,  1975. 

Lawrenceburg  has  also  included  with 
its  filing  two  additional  tariff  sheets 
identified  as  Substitute  First  Revised 
Sheet  Nos.  4  and  18,  which  it  says  con¬ 
tain  tariff  rates  identical  to  those  ap¬ 
proved  by  Commission  order  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1976,  effective  February  2,  1976 
on  First  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  4  and  18. 
Lawrenceburg  states  that  it  has  re¬ 
designated  these  tariff  sheets  and  is  re¬ 
submitting  them  in  order  to  maintain  the 
proper  sequence  in  its  tariff  sheet  desig¬ 
nation  and  to  correct  the  Indicated  “Cur¬ 
rent  Rate  Adjustment”  column,  both  re¬ 
quired  because  of  the  February  1,  1976 
purchased  gas  adjustment  submitted  in 
this  filing. 

Lawrenceburg  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  its  two  whole¬ 
sale  customers  and  to  the  interested  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  19,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6796  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  ami 


[Docket  No.  ER76-529] 

MISSOURI  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Tender  of  Service  Contract  and  Rate 
Schedules 

March  4,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  26,  1976, 
Missouri  Public  Service  Company  (MPS) 
tendered  for  filing  an  Interconnection 
and  Transmission  Service  Contract  be¬ 
tween  MPS  and  Associated  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.,  rate  schedules  for  Long 
Term  Firm  Transmission  Service,  Short 
Term  Firm  Transmission  Service,  Emer¬ 
gency  Transmission  Service,  and  Inter¬ 
connection  Schedule  No.  1. 

MPS  requests  an  effective  date  of  June 
1, 1976,  for  the  rate  schedules. 

MPS  states  that  the  rates  for  the  serv¬ 
ice  are  the  same  as  those  filed  for  the 
same  kinds  of  service  in  Docket  No.  E- 
8969. 
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MPS  states  that  a  copy  of  the  tender 
was  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10) .  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  18,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6797  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  RP72-121  (PGA-76-3)  ] 

SOUTHWEST  GAS  CORP. 

Filing  of  Tariff  Sheet 

March  4,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  29,  1976, 
Southwest  Gas  Corporation  (southwest) 
tendered  for  filing  Fourteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3A,  constituting  Original 
PGA-1  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1.  According  to  Southwest, 
the  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  decrease 
the  rates  of  Southwest  under  its  Pm- 
chased  Gas  Adjustment  Clause  in  Sec¬ 
tion  9  of  its  General  Terms  and  Condi¬ 
tions  contained  in  its  FPC  Volume  No.  1. 

Southwest  states  the  instant  notice  of 
change  in  rates  is  occasioned  solely  by 
decreases  in  the  cost  of  purchased  gas 
which  will  become  effective  on  or  before 
April  1, 1976,  applied  to  the  volumes  pur¬ 
chased  for  the  twelve-month  period 
ended  December  31,  1975. 

Southwest  has  requested  an  effective 
date  of  April  1,  1976,  and  states  that 
copies  of  the  filing  have  been  mailed  to 
the  Nevada  Public  Service  Commission, 
the  California  Utilities  Commission,  Si¬ 
erra  Pacific  Power  Company  and  the 
California-Pacific  Utilities  Company. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  March  23,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76  6798  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  CP76-279] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Application 

March  4,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  25,  1976, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Transco);  Post  Office  Box  1396; 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-279  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as 
amended,  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  issued 
thereunder  and  Section  2.79  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpreta¬ 
tions,  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  Transco 
to  transport  up  to  1,500  Mcf  per  day  of 
natural  gas  on  an  interruptible  basis  for 
Burlington  Industries,  Inc.  (Burlington) , 
an  existing  industrial  customer  of  Pied¬ 
mont  Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc.  (Pied¬ 
mont)  and  Public  Service  Company  of 
North  Carolina,  Inc.  (Public  Service), 
Transco  CD  customers,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Transco  states  that  the  gas  will  be  pur¬ 
chased  by  Burlington  from  production  in 
the  Tremont  Field,  Lincoln  Parish,  Loui¬ 
siana  and  delivered  to  Transco  at  a  mu¬ 
tually  agreeable  existing  authorized  ex¬ 
change  point  between  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Company  (United)  and  Transco. 
Transco  will  redeliver  the  transportation 
volumes  to  Piedmont  and  Public  Service 
at  existing  delivery  points  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Burlington.  Burlington  will  pay 
Transco  on  initial  charge  of  22  cents  per 
Mcf  delivered  to  Piedmont  and  Public 
Service  for  Burlington’s  account,  and 
Transco  will  retain  3.8  percent  of  the  vol¬ 
umes  received  for  transportation  to  those 
customers,  for  compressor  fuel  and  line 
loss  makeup. 

The  application  states  that  the  gas  is 
intended  for  high-priority  process  use  in 
Burlington’s  Greensboro  Finishing  (in¬ 
cluding  Greensboro,  North  Carolina 
Meadowview) ;  Formed  Fabrics,  Greens¬ 
boro,  North  Carolina;  Burlington  House 
Fabrics  Finishing,  Burlington,  North 
Carolina;  Wake  Plant,  Wake  Forest, 
North  Carolina  and  Durham  Plant,  Dur¬ 
ham,  North  Carolina  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  23, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission;  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 


to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  ihtervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-6799  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

BANCOHIO  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

BancOhio  Corporation,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  a  bank  holding  company  within  the 
meeting  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  all  of  the 
voting  shares,  less  directors’  qualifying 
shares,  of  the  successor  by  merger  to  The 
Geauga  County  National  Bank  of  Char- 
don,  Chardon,  Ohio  (“Bank”).  The  bank 
into  which  Bank  is  to  be  merked  has  no 
significance  except  as  a  means  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  acquisition  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Bank.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  of  shares  of  the  successor  orga¬ 
nization  is  treated  herein  as  the  proposed 
acquisition  of  the  shares  of  Bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Board  has 
considered  the  application  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received  in  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.SC.  1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  second  largest  banking 
organization  in  Ohio,  controls  40  banks 
with  aggregate  deposits  of  approximately 
$2.5  billion,  representing  approximately 
8.5  per  cent  of  total  deposits  held  by 
commercial  banks  in  the  State  of  Ohio.' 
Acquisition  Of  Bank,  which  holds  de¬ 
posits  of  $14.9  million,  would  increase 
Applicant’s  share  of  deposits  in  commer¬ 
cial  banks  in  the  State  by  less  than  one- 
tenth  of  one  per  cent  and  would  not  re¬ 
sult  in  any  significant  increase  in  the 
concentration  of  banking  resources  in 
Ohio. 


1  Banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975,  and 
reflect  holding  company  formations  and  ac¬ 
quisitions  approved  by  the  Board  through 
December  31,  1975. 
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Bank  ranks  29th  among  the  38  bank¬ 
ing  organizations  located  in  the  Cleve¬ 
land  banking  market*  and  controls  ap¬ 
proximately  .16  of  one  per  cent  of  total 
market  deposits.  Three  banking  subsidi¬ 
aries  of  Applicant  operate  a  total  of  17 
offices  in  the  Cleveland  market  and  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  subsidiaries  thereby  hold  ap¬ 
proximately  1.3  per  cent  of  the  total  mar¬ 
ket  deposits;  Applicant  thus  ranks  as  the 
eighth  largest  banking  organization  in 
the  market.  Consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  would  not  increase  its 
rank  in  the  market.  Applicant’s  closest 
banking  subsidiary  to  Bank  is  located  ap¬ 
proximately  17  miles  from  Bank.  Bank 
does  not  derive  a  significant  amount  of 
deposits  or  loans  from  the  service  areas  of 
Applicant’s  banking  subsidiaries  with  of¬ 
fices  in  the  Cleveland  market;  nor  do 
those  subsidiaries  derive  a  significant 
amount  of  loans  and  deposits  from 
Bank’s  service  area.  Accordingly,  there  is 
no  significant  existing  competition  be¬ 
tween  any  of  Applicant’s  subsidiaries  and 
Bank,  and  it  appears  unlikely  that  any 
significant  competition  would  develop  in 
the  future,  particularly  in  view  of  Ohio’s 
restrictive  branching  laws  and  Bank’s 
small  size.  Therefore,  on  the  basis  of  the 
record,  the  Board  concludes  that  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal  would  not 
have  significant  adverse  effects  on  ex¬ 
isting  or  potential  competition  in  any  rel¬ 
evant  area,  and  that  competitive  consid¬ 
erations  are  consistent  with  approval  of 
the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Appli¬ 
cant,  its  subsidiaries  and  Bank  are  gen¬ 
erally  satisfactory.  Accordingly,  the 
banking  factors  are  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application.  While  it  does 
not  appear  that  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served  are 
not  being  adequately  met.  Applicant  does 
propose  to  make  equipment  leasing  and 
trust  services  available  to  Bank’s  cus¬ 
tomers.  Accordingly,  considerations  re¬ 
lating  to  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  community  to  be  served  are  regarded 
as  being  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application.  It  is  the  Board’s  judgment 
that  the  proposed  acquisition  would  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months  af¬ 
ter  the  effective  date  of  this  order,  unless 
such  period  is  extended  for  good  cause  by 
the  Board,  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  Cleveland  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 


•  The  Cleveland  banking  market  Is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  Cuyahoga,  Lake,  Geauga  Counties, 
the  northwestern  quarter  of  Portage  County, 
the  northern  third  of  Summit  County,  all  but 
the  southern-most  tier  of  townships  In  Me¬ 
dina  and  Lorain  Counties,  and  the  City  of 
Vermilion,  which  straddles  the  border  of 
Lorain  and  Erie  Counties. 


By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  March  1, 1976. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-6710  Piled  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


CITIZENS  BANCORPORATION 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Citizens  Bancorporation,  Sheboygan, 
Wisconsin,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3)),  to  acquire  85  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  American 
National  Bank  of  Green  Bay,  Green  Bay, 
Wisconsin  (“Bank”). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affojding  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  Chicago  has  considered  the 
application  and  all  comments  received  in 
light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant  has  three  bank  subsidiaries, 
all  located  in  Sheboygan,  and  one  non¬ 
bank  subsidiary.  With  aggregate  deposits 
of  $158.3  million,1  Applicant  is  the  ninth 
largest  banking  organization  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  holding  1.1  percent  of  total  State 
commercial  bank  deposits.  Acquisition  of 
Bank  would  increase  Applicant’s  share  of 
commercial  bank  deposits  in  Wisconsin 
by  a  nominal  amount,  and  its  rank  would 
remain  the  same. 

Bank  (deposits  of  $22.8  million)  is  the 
seventh  largest  of  ten  banking  organiza¬ 
tions  in  the  relevant  market  area,1  with 
about  4.5  percent  of  total  market  com¬ 
mercial  bank  deposits.  The  closest  office 
of  any  of  Applicant’s  subsidiaries  to  any 
office  of  Bank  is  over  60  miles  away.  No 
measurable  competition  presently  exists 
between  Applicant’s  subsidiaries  and 
Bank,  nor  does  it  appeal  likely  that  any 
significant  future  competition  would  de¬ 
velop  between  them.  Applicant  could 
enter  the  Green  Bay  market  de  novo. 
but  such  entry  appears  unlikely.  Bank  is 
not  a  major  competitor  in  the  area  and 
holds  a  small  share  of  the  market;  there¬ 
fore,  this  proposal  constitutes  an  accept¬ 
able  foothold  entry  into  the  market.  It  Is 
concluded  that  consummation  will  have 
no  significantly  adverse  effects  on  com¬ 
petition.  Competitive  considerations  are 
consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Appli¬ 
cant  and  its  subsidiary  banks  are  con¬ 
sidered  generally  satisfactory.  Based  on 
Applicant’s  commitment  to  Inject  $400,- 
000  as  additional  equity  capital  into 
Bank  upon  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 


moting  for  this  action;  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Gardner,  Holland,  WaUlch, 
Coldwell,  and  Partee.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Governor  Jackson. 

1  AH  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30, 1976. 

*  The  relevant  market  Is  approximated  by 
the  Green  Bay  RMA. 


posal.  Bank’s  financial  condition  and 
capitalization  is  also  considered  to  be 
satisfactory.  Earnings  of  Bank  are  at  an 
acceptable  level  and  its  future  prospects 
as  a  subsidiary  of  Applicant  appear  to 
be  favorable.  Consequently,  banking  fac¬ 
tors  are  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application. 

Banking  needs  in  the  Green  Bay  area 
appear  to  be  presently  well  served.  How¬ 
ever,  Applicant  would  upgrade  Bank’s 
present  services  and  introduce  various 
new  services.  Considerations  relating  to 
the  convenience  and  needs  of  the  com¬ 
munity  to  be  served  are  consistent  with, 
but  lend  no  weight,  toward  approval  of 
the  application.  Accordingly,  it  is  found 
that  the  proposed  acquisition  would  be 
in  the  public  Interest  and  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  as  sum¬ 
marized  above,  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Chicago  approves  the  application, 
provided  the  transaction  shall  not  be 
consummated  (a)  before  the  thirtieth 
calendar  day  following  the  effective  date 
of  this  order,  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
order,  unless  such  period  is  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board  or  this  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Chicago,  acting  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority  for  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,  effective 
February  27,  1976. 

[seal!  Robert  P.  Mayo, 

President. 

[FR  Doc.76-671  i  Filed  3-9-76; 8:46  am] 


ELLIS  BANKING  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Ellis  Banking  Corporation,  Bradenton, 
Florida,  a  bank  holding  company  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  51 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
North  Port  Bank,  North  Port,  Florida 
(“Bank”). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired  and  the  application 
and  all  comments  received  have  been 
considered  in  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  ninth  largest  banking 
organization  in  Florida,  controls  twenty- 
four  banks,  with  deposits  of  $648.4  mil¬ 
lion,  representing  2.72  per  cent  of  total 
deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  the 
State.  (All  banking  data  are  as  of  June 
30, 1975,  and  reflect  acquisitions  and  for¬ 
mations  approved  through  January  1. 
1976).  Acquisition  of  Bank,  the  fourth 
largest  of  five  banks  in  the  Port  Char- 
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lotte  Banking  Market,1  with  deposits  of 
$11.3  million,  or  9  per  cent  of  the  deposits 
in  the  market  area,  would  not  result  in 
a  significant  increase  in  the  concentra¬ 
tion  of  banking  resources  in  Florida.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  nearest  banking  subsidiary  is 
located  30  miles  north  in  Sarasota,  a 
separate  market.  There  is  no  significant 
competition  existing  between  Bank  and 
any  of  Applicant’s  subsidiaries.  Although 
Applicant  could  enter  the  market  de 
novo,  the  present  proposal  is  considered 
to  be  a  foothold  acquisition,  and  there 
will  be  no  significant  diminution  of  po¬ 
tential  competition.  Accordingly,  com¬ 
petitive  considerations  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Appli¬ 
cant,  its  subsidiaries,  and  Bank  appear 
generally  satisfactory,  and  are  consistent 
with  approval. 

Applicant  expects  to  provide  expertise 
to  help  Bank 'meet  as  yet  unforeseen 
needs  caused  by  growth  of  its  service 
area.  These  needs  might  include  large 
loans  that  could  be  participated  through 
Applicant’s  system,  special  types  of  loans, 
investments,  and  operations.  Conse¬ 
quently,  considerations  relating  to  the 
convenience  and  needs  of  the  community 
to  be  served  are  consistent  with  approval. 

It  has  been  determined  that  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposed  transaction 
would  be  in  the  public  interest  and  that 
the  application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  that  date,  unless  such  period  is  ex¬ 
tended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board,  or 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Board 
acting  under  delegated  authority  for  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  system,  effective  March  3,  1976. 

Tseal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-6712  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 


NABACH,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Nabach,  Inc.,  Farmer  City,  Illinois,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a) <I>>  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  through 
acquisition  of  52.27  per  cent  or  more  of 
the  voting  shares  of  the  State  National 
Bank  of  Lincoln,  Lincoln,  Illinois,  and 
1.33  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  the 
National  Bank  of  Chenoa,  Chenoa, 
Illinois.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  applicatior  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 


1The  relevant  market  is  approximated  by 
Charlotte  County  minus  the  city  of  Engle¬ 
wood  plus  North  Port,  which  Is  located  In  the 
southern  portion  of  Sarasota  County. 


Nabach,  Inc.,  Farmer  City,  Illinois  has 
also  applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)  (8) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8) )  and  8  225.4(b)  (2)  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  for  permission 
(1)  to  continue  to  engage  in  the  provision 
of  investment  advisory  service  for  the 
National  Bank  of  Chenoa,  Chenoa,  Illi¬ 
nois;  and  (2)  to  be  a  holder  of  master 
policies  for  credit  life  insurance  and 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance  for 
enrolling  debtors  of  the  National  Bank  of 
Chenoa,  and  the  State  National  Bank  of 
Lincoln,  Lincoln,  Illinois.  Notice  of  the 
application  to  continue  to  provide  invest¬ 
ment  advisory  service  and  to  sell  partici¬ 
pations  in  group  credit  life  and  credit 
accident  and  health  insurance  was  pub¬ 
lished  on  January  29,  1976,  in  The 
Chenoa  Clipper-Times,  a  newspaper  cir¬ 
culated  in  the  City  of  Chenoa,  Illinois'. 
Notice  of  the  application  to  sell  partici¬ 
pations  in  group  credit  life  and  credit 
health  and  accident  insurance  was  pub¬ 
lished  on  January  26, 1976,  in  the  Lincoln 
Courier,  a  newspaper  circulated  in  the 
City  of  Lincoln,  Illinois.  Such  activities 
have  been  specified  by  the  Board  in 
§  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
April  1, 1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  March  3,  1976. 

Tseal]  Joseph  P.  GahIbarini, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-6713  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


PEOPLES  CREDIT  CO. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Peoples  Credit  Co.,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) ) 
to  acquire  3000  of  the  voting  shares  of 
The  Lathrop  Bank,  Lathrop,  Missouri. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  act¬ 


ing  on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  April  2,  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  March  4,  1976. 

[seal]  J.  P.  Garbarini. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-8714  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


P.  B  C.,  INC. 

Order  Denying  Formation  of  Bank  Holding 
Company 

P.  B.  C.,  Inc.,  Pine  City,  Minnesota, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  un¬ 
der  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  of 
formation  of  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  48.9  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  First 
National  Bank  of  Pine  City,  Pine  City, 
Minnesota  (“Bank”) .  Applicant  has  also 
applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y,  for  permission  to  retain  the  general  in¬ 
surance  agency  business  (“Agency”) 
(in  a  town  with  a  population  of  less  than 
5,000)  presently  operated  by  Applicant. 
The  activities  that  Applicant  proposes  to 
engage  in  have  been  determined  by  the 
Board  to  be  closely  related  to  banking 
(12  CFR  225.4(a)  (9)  (iii)  (a)). 

Notice  of  the  applications,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  §§  3  and  4  of 
the  Act  (41  FR  824) .The  time  for  filing 
comments  and  views  has  expired,  and  the 
applications  and  all  comments  received 
have  been  considered  in  light  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act,  and 
the  considerations  specified  in  §  4(c)  <8> 
of  the  Act. 

Applicant  was  organized  in  1970  and 
operates  a  general  insurance  agency 
business  in  Pine  City,  Minnesota.  Bank, 
with  deposits  of  approximately  $16  mil¬ 
lion,1  representing  0.1  percent  of  the 
total  commercial  bank  deposits  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  is  the  largest  of  five  commercial 
banks  operating  in  the  Pine  County 
banking  market.3  Bank  holds  approxi¬ 
mately  48  percent  of  the  total  commer¬ 
cial  bank  deposits  in  commercial  banks 
located  in  this  market.  Two  individuals 
that  own  100  percent  of  the  outstanding 
shares  of  Applicant  own  50.2  percent  of 
the  outstanding  shares  of  Bank.  Inas¬ 
much  as  the  proposal  represents  merely 
a  restructuring  of  Bank’s  ownership,  the 
acquisition  of  Bank  by  Applicant  would 
have  no  adverse  effects  on  competition 


1 AU  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975. 
•The  Pine  County  banking  market  is  ap¬ 
proximated  by  Pine  County. 
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within  the  area  served  by  Bank.  Accord* 
ingly,  the  Board  concludes  that  competi¬ 
tive  considerations  are  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  prospects  of  Bank  appear 
generally  satisfactory.  In  regard  to  such 
considerations  as  they  relate  to  Appli¬ 
cant,  Applicant,  as  part  of  the  instant 
proposal,  would  assume  a  portion  of  the 
debt  that  its  principals  incurred  in  their 
original  acquisition  of  shares  of  Bank. 
Applicant's  principals  also  own  62  per¬ 
cent  of  the  outstanding  shares  of  an¬ 
other  bank  and  100  percent  of  the  as¬ 
sets  of  another  insurance  agency  as  a 
result  of  acquisitions  made  in  1974.*  The 
1974  acquisitions  involved  a  substantial 
amount  of  personal  debt  on  the  part  of 
these  principals,  most  of  which  remains 
outstanding.  Applicant  itself  plans  to 
incur  additional  debt  in  the  immediate 
future  for  the  purchase  of  additional 
shares  of  Bank.  It  does  not  appear  that 
Applicant  and  its  principals  will  be  able 
to  service  these  various  debts  without 
impairing  their  ability  to  meet  unfore¬ 
seen  financial  problems  that  Bank  might 
encounter  in  the  future.  In  the  Board’s 
view,  the  debt  position  of  Applicant  and 
its  principals  and  the  limited  financial 
flexibility  that  would  result  from  con¬ 
summation  of  the  instant  proposal  indi¬ 
cate  that  Applicant  would  not  be  able  to 
serve  as  a  source  of  strength  to  Bank. 
Accordingly,  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  of 
record,  the  Board  concludes  that  con¬ 
siderations  relating  to  the  financial  as¬ 
pects  of  Applicant’s  proposal  lend  weight 
toward  denial  of  the  application. 

Applicant  indicates  that  banking  serv¬ 
ices  currently  rendered  the  community 
by  Bank  will  remain  unchanged  upon 
consummation  of  the  proposal.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  considerations  relating  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  community  to 
be  served  do  not  outweigh  the  adverse 
findings  with  respect  to  the  financial 
factors  involved  in  Applicant’s  proposal. 

On  the  basis  of  all  of  the  circumstances 
of  this  case  and  the  facts  of  record,  the 
Board  concludes  that  the  acquisition 
debt  involved  in  this  proposal  presents 
adverse  circumstances  bearing  on  the 
financial  condition  and  future  prospects 
of  Applicant  and  Bank.  Such  adverse 
factors  are  not  outweighed  by  any  pro- 
competitive  effects  or  by  benefits  to  the 
convenience  and  needs  of  the  communi¬ 
ties  to  be  served.  Accordingly,  it  is  the 
Board’s  judgment  that  approval  of  the 
application  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  would  not  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  the  application  should  be 
denied.4 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  denied  for  the  reasons  summa¬ 
rized  above. 


•Farmers  State  Bank  of-  Waubun,  Inc, 
Waubun,  Minnesota,  and  the  H  &  H  Insur¬ 
ance  Agency  located  on  the  premises  of  the 
bank. 

*  In  view  of  the  Board’s  action  with  respect 
to  the  application  to  become  a  bank  holding 
oompany,  consideration  of  the  application  to 
retain  the  agency  becomes  moot. 


By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,3 
effective  March  3,  1976. 

(seal!  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
[FB  Doc .76-6709  FUed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 


TEXAS  COMMERCE  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Texas  Commerce  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Houston,  Texas,  a  bank  holding  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval,  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3)),  to  acquire  100  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualify¬ 
ing  shares)  of  the  successor  by  merger 
to  The  First  National  Bank  of  New 
Braunfels,  New  Braunfels,  Texas 
(“Bank’’).  The  bank  into  which  Bank 
is  to  be  merged  has  no  significance  except 
as  a  means  to  facilitate  the  acquisition 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  proposed  acquisition  of  shares 
of  the  successor  organization  is  treated 
herein  as  the  proposed  acquisition  of  the 
shares  of  Bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  application 
and  all  comments  received  have  been 
considered  in  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  third  largest  banking 
organization  in  Texas,  controls  30  banks 
with  aggregate  deposits  of  approximately 
$2.9  billion,  representing  approximately 
6.8  per  cent  of  total  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits  in  Texas.1  Acquisition  of  Bank 
($30.3  million  in  deposits)  would  in¬ 
crease  Applicant’s  share  of  Statewide 
commercial  bank  deposits  by  less  than 
0.1  of  1  per  cent,  would  not  change  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  rank  in  Texas,  and  would  have 
no  appreciable  effect  upon  the  concen¬ 
tration  of  banking  resources  in  the  State. 

Bank  is  the  14th  largest  of  48  banks 
operating  in  the  San  Antonio  banking 
market  (the  relevant  banking  market)  * 
and  controls  approximately  1.2  per  cent 
of  the  total  deposits  in  commercial  banks 
in  the  market.  Applicant  is  the  8th  larg¬ 
est  banking  organization  in  the  San  An¬ 
tonio  banking  market,  controlling  one 
banking  subsidiary  with  deposits  of  $78.6 
million  or  approximately  3.0  per  cent  of 
market  deposits.  The  three  largest  bank¬ 
ing  organizations  in  the  market  control 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Gardner  and  Governors  Holland,  Walllch, 
Coldwell,  Jackson,  and  Partee.  Absent  and 
not  voting:  Chairman  Burns. 

1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975, 
and  reflect  bank  holding  company  formations 
and  acquisitions  approved  through  January 
30,  1976. 

•The  relevant  banking  market  Is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  the  San  Antonio  SMSA  located  In 
South  Central  Texas  and  Includes  Bexar, 
Comal,  and  Guadalupe  Counties. 


53.1  per  cent  of  total  deposits  in  the  mar¬ 
ket.  Approval  of  the  application  would 
increase  Applicant’s  market  share  from 
3.0  per  cent  to  4.2  per  cent,  leaving  its 
relative  market  position  well  below  that 
of  the  three  largest  banks,  all  of  which 
are  subsidiaries  of  multi-bank  holding 
companies.  Accordingly,  consummation 
of  the  proposal  would  not  appreciably  af¬ 
fect  the  structure  of  banking  within  the 
market. 

Similarly,  it  appears  from  the  record 
that  the  proposal  would  not  have  signif¬ 
icant  adverse  effects  on  existing  or 
potential  competition.  Applicant’s  clos¬ 
est  existing  subsidiary  bank,  also  located 
in  the  San  Antonio  banking  market,  is 
some  40  miles  southwest  of  Bank.  There 
is  virtually  no  service  overlap  between 
Bank  and  Applicant’s  existing  subsidiary 
in  the  market,  and  none  of  Applicant’s 
more  distant  subsidiaries  derives  any  sig¬ 
nificant  amount  of  business  from  the 
market.  The  market  would  remain  at¬ 
tractive  to  de  novo  entry  after  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  Bank,  which  is  located  on  the 
periphery  of  the  banking  market  and, 
therefore,  cannot  be  considered  a  likely 
entry  point  for  an  outside-based  bank 
holding  company.  Also,  numerous  medi¬ 
um-sized  banks  would  remain  in  the 
market  as  potential  entry  points  for  ex¬ 
panding  bank  holding  companies.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  on  the  basis  of  the  record,  it  is 
concluded  that  consummation  of  the 
proposed  transaction  would  not  have  any 
significant  adverse  effects  on  existing  or 
potential  competition  in  any  relevant 
area. 

The  financial  condition,  managerial 
resources,  and  future  prospects  of  Bank, 
Applicant,  and  its  subsidiaries  are  re¬ 
garded  as  generally  satisfactory  and 
consistent  with  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  Considerations  relating  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  community 
to  be  served  are  also  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application,  for  affiliation 
with  Applicant  will  enable  Bank  to  better 
meet  increased  demand  for  larger  com¬ 
mercial  loans  and  Interim  construction 
financing  stimulated  by  growth  and 
recreational  development  and  residen¬ 
tial  construction  in  the  New  Braunfels 
area.  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
proposed  acquisition  would  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  that  the  application 
should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  order,  un¬ 
less  such  period  is  extended  for  a  cood 
cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
acting  pursuant  to  delegated  authority 
from  the  Board  of  Governors,  effective 
March  2,  1976. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-6715  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 
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GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  following  request  for  clearance 
of  a  report  Intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  March  3,  1976.  See  44  U.S.C. 
3512  (c)  &  (d) .  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
ICC  form  are  invited  from  all  interested 
persons,  organizations,  public  interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amount  of  time  GAO  has 
to  review  the  proposed  form,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or 
before  March  29, 1976,  and  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  Carl  F.  Bogar,  Assistant 
Director,  Office  of  Special  Programs, 
United  States  General  Accounting  Office, 
Room  5216,  425  I  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff.  202-376-5425. 
Federal  Energy  Administration 

Federal  Energy  Administration  requests 
clearance  of  a  new  reporting  requirement, 
U513-S-0,  Energy  From  Solid  Waste.  This  is 
a  single-time  letter  from  EPA  and  FEA 
Administrators  to  officials  of  a  sample  of 
municipalities,  electric  utilities,  and  all 
State  utUlty  regulatory  agencies.  It  is  de¬ 
signed  to  elicit  Information  on,  and  stimulate 
Interest  In,  projects  to  convert  municipal 
solid  waste  to  energy.  FEA  estimates  the 
number  of  hours  required  per  response  is  2 
hours.  Response  Is  voluntary. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-6880  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 

UNITED  STATES  INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE  COMMISSION 
ROUND  STAINLESS  STEEL  WIRE 
Rescheduling  of  Public  Hearing 

A  public  hearing  in  United  States  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission  Investiga¬ 
tion  No.  TA-201-13,  Round  Stainless 
Steel  Wire,  will  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  on  March  23, 
1976,  in  the  Hearing  Room,  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission,  701  E 
Street,  N.W.  Requests  for  appearances  at 
the  hearing  should  be  received  in  writing 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  at 
his  offices  in  Washington,  D.C.,  not  later 
than  noon,  March  18,  1976. 

This  notice  hereby  revokes  the  date 
of  the  public  hearing  as  stated  in  the 
Notice  of  Investigation  and  Hearing 
issued  by  the  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission  on  January  9,  1976, 


and  appearing  in  the  January  15,  1976, 
Federal  Register  (41  FR  2280). 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  March  4,  1976. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6801  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 
SUPPORT  CENTERS 
Adoption  of  Resolution 

On  March  5,  1976,  the  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors  of  the  Legal  Services  Corporation 
met  to  discuss  recommendations  by  the 
President  of  the  Corporation  on  issues 
involving  Section  1006(a)  (3)  of  the  Legal 
Services  Corporation  Act  of  1974  (public 
law  93-355,  88  Stat.  378,  42  U.S.C.  2996- 
2996 I). 

After  discussion,  the  Board  adopted  the 
following  resolution: 

Support  Center  Resolution 

Resolved,  that  the  Board  of  Directors  pro¬ 
poses  to  adopt  the  following  standard  for 
funding  current  support  centers  after 
March  31.  1976: 

Support  centers  may  be  funded  pursuant 
to  {  1006(a)  (1)  (A)  of  the  Act  by  contract  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  legal  assistance  to 
eligible  clients.  Support  centers  entering  Into 
such  contracts  will  be  limited  to  client  coun¬ 
seling  and  representational  activities,  profes¬ 
sional  responsibility  activities  In  accordance 
with  the  Code  of  Professional  Responsibility 
of  the  American  Bar  Association,  and  such 
“housekeeping"  activities  as  are  normaUy 
carried  on  by  law  offices.  With  minor  transi¬ 
tional  exceptions  specifically  authorized  by 
the  Corporation,  each  recipient  entering  Into 
such  contract  will  be  prohibited  from  using 
Corporation  funds  for  activities  that  S  1006 
(a)(3)  of  the  Act  authorizes  the  Corporation 
to  undertake  directly  but  not  by  grant  or 
contract,  namely,  research,  training,  techni¬ 
cal  assistance  and  Information  clearinghouse 
activities  that  relate  to  but  are  not  a  part  of 
providing  legal  assistance  to  eligible  clients 
under  5  1006(a)(1)(A). 

Resolved  further,  pursuant  to  |  1008(e)  of 
the  Act,  that  the  foregoing  be  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  for  purposes  of  receiv¬ 
ing  public  comment. 

Public  comment  will  be  received  by  the 
Corporation  at  its  headquarters  offices, 
Suite  700,  733  15th  Street.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005  on  or  before  April  9, 
1976.  Comments  must  be  in  writing  and 
may  be  supported  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief.  Comments  received  may  be  seen  at 
the  above  offices  during  business  hours. 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President. 

Legal  Services  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.76-6995  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  amj 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON 
ELECTRONIC  FUND  TRANSFERS 

CHANGE  OF  MEETING  PLACE 

The  March  12,  1976,  meeting  of  the 
National  Commission  on  Electronic  Fund 
Transfers,  originally  scheduled  to  be  held 
at  the  Main  Treasury  Building,  will  in¬ 


stead  be  held  at  the  Federal  Reserve 
Martin  Annex  Building  located  on  “C” 
Street  NW.,  between  20th  and  21st 
Streets,  in  Dining  Room  “E”  on  the  Ter¬ 
race  Level. 

James  O.  Howard,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.76-6816  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

PUBLIC  PROGRAMS  PANEL 
Meeting 

March  2, 1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  (Pub.  L.  92-463) 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Public  Programs  Panel  will  meet 
at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  on  April  1  and 
2, 1976,  commencing  at  9:00  am. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  Humanities  Museums  and  Historical 
Organizations  grant  proposals  that  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Endowment  for 
possible  grant  funding. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  will  con¬ 
sider  financial  information  and  person¬ 
nel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy,  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  it  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  inter¬ 
nal  views  and  to  avoid  interference  with 
operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring  more 
specific  information  contact  the  Advisory 
Committee  Management  Officer,  Mr. 
John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506,  or  call  Area 
Code  202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
|FR  Doc.76-6745  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am] 


PUBLIC  PROGRAMS  PANEL 
Meeting 

March  5,  1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Public  Programs  Panel 
will  meet  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April  5 
and  6,  1976,  commencing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  review 
Humanities  Media  Grant  proposals  that 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Endowment 
for  possible  grant  funding. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  will  con¬ 
sider  financial  information  and  person¬ 
nel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy,  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
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Chairman’s  Declaration  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  it  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  inter¬ 
nal  views  and  to  avoid  interference  with 
operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring  more 
specific  information  contact  the  Advis¬ 
ory  Committee  Management  Officer,  Mr. 
John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th  Street.  NW„ 
Washington.  D.C.,  20506,  or  call  Area 
Code  202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee, 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-6746  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  March  4,  1976  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number  (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  clearance  office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Forest  Incentives — Program  Profitability 
Analysis,  TVA20011,  on  occasion,  land- 
owners  eligible  for  assistance  under  forest 
incentive  program,  Hulett,  D.  T„  395-4730. 

COMMISSION  REVIEW  Or  NATIONAL  POLICY 
TOWARD  GAMBLING 

Gambling  Enforcement  Practices  and  Atti¬ 
tudes  Study,  single-time,  Police  Depart¬ 
ments,  State  law  enforcement  agencies, 
George  Hall,  395-6140. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Economic  Research  Service,  Bole  of  States 
in  Fluid  Milk  Pricing  and  Trade  Regula¬ 
tion,  single-time,  MUk  Marketing  Order 
Administrators,  Lowry,  R.  L„  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Census,  Bureau  of  the  Census  Cat¬ 
alog,  BC-472,  single-time,  users  of  Bureau 
of  the  Census  Catalog,  Harry  B.  8heftel, 
395-5870. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HELTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELFARE 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service: 

Instructions  for  completing  application  for 
Federal  Assistance  for  Child  Welfare 
Training  Grants,  HEW-608T,  annually, 
public  or  other  non-profit  institutions  of 
higher  learning,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 
Office  of  the  Secretary : 

Head  Start  Transition  Evaluation  Battery 
other  (see  SF-83),  Schools,  Head  Start 
Delegate  Agencies,  Human  Resources  Di¬ 
vision.  Raynsford,  R„  395-3532. 

Office  of  Education : 

Vocational  Education  Curriculum  Special¬ 
ist,  program  testing  forms,  OE  490-1, 
single-time,  students,  Kathy  Wallman, 
395-6140. 

Sea  and  Lea  Declining  Enrollment  Ques¬ 
tionnaires,  OE— 494-1,  OE— 494-2,  single¬ 
time.  local  education  agencies,  Kathy 
Wallman,  395-6140. 

Office  of  Human  Development,  Questionnaire 
on  Research  Findings  on  Children  and 
Youth,  annually,  researchers  in  universities 
and  other  research  institutions,  Kathy 
Wallman,  395-6140. 

Office  of  Human  Development:  Longitudinal 
Evaluation  of  the  Nutrition  Program,  an¬ 
nually,  former  elderly  participants  in  nu¬ 
trition  program.  Human  Resources  Divi¬ 
sion,  Reese  B.  F„  395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Policy  Development  and  Research,  Question¬ 
naire  "B”  Description  of  Sewer  Moratoria 
Area,  single-time,  local  government  plan¬ 
ning  and  regulatory  officials.  Community 
and  Veterans  Afflairs  Division,  Ellett,  C.  A., 
395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Helium  Utilization  Ques¬ 
tionnaire,  6-1574X,  single-time,  users  of 
helium,  Cynthia  Wiggins,  395-5631. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Departmental  and  other  United  States  Coin¬ 
age  requirements — Survey  of  State,  De¬ 
partments  of  Revenue,  single-time,  State 
Departments  of  Revenue,  Hulett,  D.  T., 
395-4730. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Department  of  Transportation,  Departmental 
and  other  Questionnaire  on  Shipping  Bi¬ 
lateralism  single-time,  shippers  and  con¬ 
signees  in  Latin  America  trades,  Laverne  V. 
Colins,  395-5867. 

Departmental  and  other  Parking  Violations: 
Enforcement  frequency,  single-time,  urban 
motorists,  Strasser,  A.,  395-5867. 

Revisions 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Application  for  Change  of  Permanent  Plan 
(non-medical — life  insurance,  29-1650,  on 
occasion,  insured  veterans,  Cay  wood,  D.  P., 
395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Economic  Research  Service,  Survey  of  At¬ 
titudes  and  Values  Toward  Predator  Con¬ 
trol,  single -time,  telephone  households  in 
mainland  United  States,  Lowry,  R.  L.t 
395-3772. 

Extensions 

U.S.  CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

U.S.  Civil  Service  Examination  Evaluation, 
CSC  1076,  on  occasion,  applicants  who  have 
taken  a  written  civil  service  test,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-4529. 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Special  Registration  Form  for  the  Graduate 
Record  Examinations,  NSF280,  on  occasion, 
Government  agencies,  Marsha  Traynham, 
395-4529. 

Travel  Certificates  for  fellows,  524,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  Government  agencies,  Marsha  Trayn¬ 
ham,  395-4529. 

Travel  Advance  Form  for  Fellows  (Travel 
Allowance  Under  Fellowship  Program), 
222,  on  occasion.  Government  agencies, 
Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service, 
Regulations  governing  certified  products 
for  Dogs,  Cats,  and  Other  Carnivora,  on 
occasion,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration,  Supplement 
for  Claim  of  Person  Outside  the  United 
States,  SSA-21,  on  occasion,  claimants  or 
beneficiaries  who  are  or  will  be  outside  the 
United  States,  Marsha  Traynham,  395- 
4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Crew  Member  Certificate,  FAA 
8060-6,  on  occasion,  airmen,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-4529. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 

•  Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.76-6894  Filed  3-9-76,8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1215] 

MISSOURI 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Howell  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Missouri  constitute  a 
disaster  area  because  of  damage  result¬ 
ing  from  a  tornado  on  February  20,  1976. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for  physi¬ 
cal  damage  until  the  close  of  business 
on  May  3,  1976  and  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  December  3, 
1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration.  District 
Office,  1150  Grand  Avenue,  5th  Floor,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Dated:  March  2,  1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-6728  FUed  3-9-76:8:45  ami 

U.S.  INFORMATION  AGENCY 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Notice  of  System  Records 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-2700  appearing  on  page 
8154  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  February 
24, 1976,  the  system  of  records  designated 
USIA-39  was  inadvertently  omitted.  In 
order  to  correct  this  omission,  the  miss¬ 
ing  system  is  set  forth  below. 

USIA-39 

System  Name:  Career  Counseling  Rec¬ 
ords — IPT-USIA. 
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System  Location:  U.S.  Information 
Agency,  Office  of  Personnel  and  Training, 
1776  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20547. 

Categories  of  Individuals  Covered  by 
the  System:  All  foreign  service  officers  of 
the  Agency. 

Categories  of  Records  in  the  System: 
Computer  listing  of  work  experience  and 
biographic  data;  assignment  history 
data;  education  data;  position  data; 
grade;  title;  post  of  assignment;  date  of 
employment  with  USIA;  dependents, 
proposed  position  detail  to  “pipeline” 
complement;  roster  of  personnel  avail¬ 
able  for  domestic  assignments;  notes  of 
personnel  discussions  between  counselors 
and  individual  clients  on  preferences  and 
other  factors  bearing  on  assignments. 

Authority  for  Maintenance  of  the  Sys¬ 
tem:  The  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946  as 
amended. 

Routine  Uses  of  Records  Maintained 
on  the  System,  including  categories  of 
Users  and  the  Purposes  of  Such  Uses: 
Used  by  career  counselors  and  personnel 
officers  for  assignment  and  rotation  of 
Agency  foreign  service  officers,  within 
USIA  or  to  other  federal  agencies  to 
which  assignment  of  detail  may  be  made. 

Also  see  Prefatory  Statement  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Routine  Uses. 

Information  is  made  available  on  a 
need-to-know  basis  to  personnel  of  the 
U.S.  Information  Agency  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  in  the  performance  of  their  official 
duties. 

The  information  may  also  be  released 
to  other  government  agencies  who  have 
statutory  or  other  lawful  authority  to 
maintain  such  information. 

Policies  and  Practices  for  Storing,  Re¬ 
trieving,  Accessing,  Retaining  and  Dis¬ 
posing  of  Records  in  the  System: 

Storage :  Card  records  and  paper  rec¬ 
ords  in  file  folders. 

Retrievability :  By  individual  name,  by 
date  of  assignment,  or  both. 

Safeguards:  Maintained  in  bar-lock 
file  cabinets. 

Retention  and  Disposal:  Biographic 
data  and  personnel  statistical  data  sub¬ 
ject  to  update  periodically;  old  records 
destroyed  by  shredding  when  no  longer 
needed. 

System  Manager  and  address:  Chief, 
Foreign  Service  Personnel  Office,  1776 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20547. 

Notification  Procedure:  Assistant  Di¬ 
rector  (USIA),  Public  Information,  1750 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20547. 

Record  Access  Procedure:  Requests 
from  individuals  should  be  addressed  to: 
Assistant  Director  (USIA),  Public  Infor¬ 
mation,  1750  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20547. 

Contesting  Record  Procedures:  The 
Agency’s  rules  for  access  and  for  contest¬ 
ing  contents  and  appealing  initial  deter¬ 
minations  by  the  individual  concerned 
appear  in  the  Rules  Section  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Record  Source  Categories:  Officer  Eval¬ 
uation  Reports;  official  administrative 
file  (OPP) ;  records  of  interviews  and 


correspondence  with  officers;  minutes  of 
meetings  held  to  discuss  assignment  of 
Foreign  Service  officers  by  the  career 
management  staff. 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  STRUCTURAL 
SAFETY  OF  VETERANS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION  FACILITIES 

Rescheduled  Meeting 

The  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Structural  Safety  of  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  Facilities  scheduled  for 
March  19.  1976  (41  FR  4645,  January  30. 
1976)  has  been  rescheduled  for  March  26, 
1976.  The  meeting  will  convene  in  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator’s  Conference  Room  at  the 
Veterans  Administration  Central  Office, 
810  Vermont  Avenue,  NW.  Washington. 
DC  at  10  a.m. 

Dated:  March  5, 1976. 

f seal]  R.  L.  Roudebush, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-6855  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  ami 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  2011 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

March  10,  1976. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
Section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules.  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-FC-76390.  By  application  filed 
March  3,  1976,  UTAH  MOVING  &  STOR¬ 
AGE  COMPANY,  2537  South  3270  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84119,  seeks  tem¬ 
porary  authority  to  lease  the  operating 
rights  of  HADLEY  TRANSFER  &  STOR¬ 
AGE  COMPANY.  2737  South  3270  West, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84119,  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b).  The  transfer  to  UTAH 
MOVING  &  STORAGE  COMPANY,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  HADLEY 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  COMPANY,  is 
presently  pending. 

[Beal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-  6844  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  a.m.[ 


MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

March  10,  1976. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  Section  210a(b)  in  connection 
with  transfer  application  under  Section 
212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49  CFR  Part 
1132: 

No.  MC-FC-76434.  By  application  filed 
March  3,  1976,  CURTIS  WALTERS,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  STANTON  TRANSFER 
AND  STORAGE  COMPANY,  715  2nd 
Ave.  N.,  P.O.  Box  213,  Payette,  Idaho, 
83661,  seeks  temporary  authority  to  lease 
a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
CLARENCE  VOGT,  doing  business  as 


VOGT  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.. 
P.O.  Box  565,  Ontario,  Oregon,  97914, 
under  section  210a(b).  The  transfer  to 
CURTIS  WALTERS,  doing  business  as 
STANTON  TRANSFER  AND  STORAGE 
COMPANY,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  VOGT  TRANSFER  &  STOR¬ 
AGE  CO.,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

r seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76  6846  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


FINANCE  APPLICATIONS 

March  5,  1976. 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2>  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
or  before  April  9, 1976.  Such  protest  shall 
comply  with  Special  Rules  240(c)  or 
240(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  §  1100.240) 
and  shall  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding. 
A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  application  if  no  representative 
is  named. 

No.  MC-F— 12768.  (SCHNEIDER  TANK 
LINES,  INC.— PURCHASE  (PORTION) 
— LOBUE,  INCORPORATED) ,  published 
in  the  February  19,  1976,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  page  7627.  Applica¬ 
tion  filed  February  11,  1976,  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12782.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SKY  KAROO,  INC.,  6401 
Passyunk  Ave.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19153, 
of  the  operating  rights  of  AIRLINE 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  Prospect  Park,  PA 
19076,  and  for  acquisition  by  DENNIS  J. 
McNICHOL,  JR.,  and  EDWARD  J.  Mc- 
NICHOL,  both  of  6951  Norwitch  Drive, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19153,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicant^’ 
attorney:  Harold  P.  Boss,  1100  Seven¬ 
teenth  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  transfer¬ 
red:  General  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  between  the  Philadelphia  Inter¬ 
national  Airport  (located  in  the  City  and 
County  of  Philadelphia),  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  International  Airport  located  in 
Newark,  N.J.,  and  the  John  F.  Kennedy 
International  Airport  located  in  Jamaica, 
L.  I.,  N.  Y.,  between  the  Philadelphia 
International  Airport,  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  the  Newark  Municipal  Airport,  at 
Newark,  N.J.,  and  the  John  F.  Kennedy 
International  Airport,  at  Jamaica,  N.Y., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Burlington  (except  those  north 
of  Rancocas  Creek),  Camden,  Glouces¬ 
ter.  and  Salem  Counties,  N.J.,  and  Bucks 
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(except  those  on  and  south  and  east  of 
Pennsylvania  Highway  232),  Chester, 
Delaware,  Montgomery,  and  Philadelphia 
Counties,  Pa.  Vendee  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  However,  It  is 
affiliated  with  DENNIS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  6951  Norwitch  Drive, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19153,  which  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b> . 

No.  MC-F-12783.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  SHAWMUT  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  550  Charlam 
Drive,  Braintree,  MA  02184,  of  KIRBY 
&  KIRBY,  INC.,  1052  Spruce  St.,  Tren¬ 
ton,  NJ  08638,  and  for  acquisition  by 
MARVIN  LAMPERT,  EUGENE  M.  LAM- 
PERT,  AND  LAWRENCE  LAMPERT,  all 
of  Braintree,  MA  02184,  of  control  of 
KIRBY  &  KIRBY,  INC.,  through  the  ac¬ 
quisition  by  SHAWMUT  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO.,  INC.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
neys:  A.  David  Millner  &  Arthur  Liber- 
stein,  744  Broad  St.,  Newark,  NJ  07102, 
and  Edward  M.  Alfano  &  John  L.  Alfano, 
550  Mamaroneck,  Harrison,  NY  10528. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled: 
General  commodities,  excepting  among 
others.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as 
a  common  carrier  over  regular  routes, 
between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
between  Wilmington,  Del.,  and  Camden, 
N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate  points  ex¬ 
cept  those  on  U.S.  Highway  40,  between 
Wilmington,  Del.,  and  Pholadelphla,  Pa., 
between  Trenton,  N.J.,  and  Point  Pleas¬ 
ant,  N.J.,  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Waterbury,  Conn.,  between  Atlantic  City, 
and  Wildwood,  N.J.,  between  Trenton, 
and  Frenchtown,  N.J.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  serving  various  off- 
route  points;  sugar  invert,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to 
Bordentown,  N.J.,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  and  serving  junction  of  New 
Jersey  Highway  73  and  U.S.  Highway 
130  only  for  the  purpose  of  joining  the 
route  described  and  the  alternate  route 
described:  potatoes,  in  truckload  lots, 
over  irregular  routes  from  points  in  Mer¬ 
cer,  Monmouth,  and  Middlesex  Counties, 
N.J.,  within  20  miles  of  Hightstown,  N.J., 
to  Yonkers  and  White  Plains,  and  New 
York.  N.Y.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  New¬ 
ark  and  Camden,  N.J.;  lithopone,  in 
packages,  from  Newport  and  Edge  Moor, 
Del.,  to  Peekskill,  N.Y.;  iron  or  steel 
products  and  wire  rope  and  cable,  from 
Trenton,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania; 
liquid  sugar,  corn  syrup,  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Bordentown,  N.J. 
SHAWMUT  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Massachusetts,  New  York, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  Application  has  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 


No.  MC-F-12784.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SMITH’S  TRANSFER  COR¬ 
PORATION,  P.O.  Box  No.  1000,  Staun¬ 
ton,  VA.  24401,  of  the  operating  rights 
of  A  ft  W  SERVICE,  INC.,  Henderson, 
KY.,  and  for  acquisition  by  R.  R.  SMITH, 
and  R.  P.  HARRISON,  both  of  the 
Staunton,  VA.  24401  address,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  FRANCIS  W.  MCIN- 
ERNY,  Suite  502  Solar  Building,  1000 
Sixteenth  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  General  commodities, 
with  exceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  routes  serving  points  in  Hender¬ 
son,  McLean  and  Webster  Counties,  Ky., 
except  Geneva,  Henderson,  Providence, 
and  Sehree,  Ky.,  and  points  in  the  com¬ 
mercial  zones  thereof  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  as  intermediate  or  off-route 
points  in  connection  with  carrier’s  reg¬ 
ular-route  operations  authorized  herein 
between  Henderson,  Ky.,  and  Evansville, 
Ind.,  between  Henderson,  Ky.,  and 
Evansville,  Ind.,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  but  serving  the  off -route  points  of 
Geneva,  Ky.,  and  the  Ohio  River  Ord¬ 
nance  Arsenal  Works:  From  Henderson 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Evansville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  Henderson,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Evansville,  Ind.  Ven¬ 
dee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  the 
Disarict  of  Columbia,  Georgia,  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Iowa,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 


OPERATING  RIGHTS  APPLICATIONS  DI¬ 
RECTLY  RELATED  TO  FINANCE  PRO¬ 
CEEDINGS 

The  following  operating  rights  appli¬ 
cations  are  filed  in  connection  with  pend¬ 
ing  finance  applications  under  Section  5 
(2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or 
seek  tacking  and/or  gateway  elimination 
in  connection  with  pending  transfer  ap¬ 
plications  under  Section  212(b)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
§  1100.247)  and  include  a  concise  state¬ 
ment  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting  au¬ 
thorities.  Verified  statements  in  opposi¬ 
tion  should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time. 


A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  applications. 

No.  MC  59457  (Sub-No.  30)  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  19,  1976.  Applicant:  SORENSEN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
6  Old  Amity  Road,  Bethany,  Conn.  06526. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Hugh  M. 
Joseloff,  80  State  Street,  Hartford,  Conn. 
06103.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Waste 
materials,  between  points  in  Warren, 
Passaic,  Bergen,  Hudson,  Essex,  Sussex, 
Union,  Mercer,  Hunterdon,  Somerset, 
Middlesex,  and  Morris  Counties,  N.J.  and 
Westchester  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Poughkeepsie, 
N.Y.,  Providence  and  Phillipsdale,  R.I., 
and  Holyoke,  Westfield,  Springfield, 
Lowell,  Boston,  Palmer,  and  Fitchburg, 
Mass.,  Albany,  Amsterdam,  Schenectady, 
Castleton,  and  Troy,  N.Y.  and  (2)  gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  Warren,  Passaic, 
Bergen,  Hudson,  Essex,  Sussex,  Union, 
Mercer,  Hunterdon,  Somerset,  Middle¬ 
sex,  and  Morris  Counties,  N.J.  and  West¬ 
chester  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Pawcatuck,  Conn., 
Bridgeport  and  New  Haven.  Conn., 
points  along  U.S.  Highway  1  between 
New  Haven  and  Pawcatuck,  Conn.,  Ham¬ 
den,  Meriden,  West  Haven,  Saybrook 
Point  and  Noank,  Conn.,  and  those  in  the 
New  York,  N.Y.  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission  and  those  in 
New  Jersey  within  15  miles  of  Jersey 
City,  N.J.,  Saybrook  and  Norwichtown, 
Conn.,  points  between  Saybrook  and  New 
London,  Conn,  along  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  156,  points  between  New  London  and 
Norwich,  Conn,  along  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  32,  points  between  New  London  and 
Norwich,  Con.  along  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  12,  Montville  and  Greenville,  Conn. 

Points  between  Norwich  and  Norwich 
Town,  Conn,  along  Connecticut  Highway 
2,  Greenville,  Conn.,  points  between  Nor¬ 
wich  and  Pawcatuck,  Conn,  along  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  2,  Westbrook  and  Deep 
River,  Conn.,  points  between  Westbrook 
and  junction  Connecticut  Highway  9 
along  Connecticut  Highway  153,  points 
between  junction  Connecticut  Highway 
9  and  Deep  River  along  Connecticut 
Highway  9,  Essex  and  Ivoryton,  Conn., 
New  Haven  and  Hartford,  Conn.,  points 
between  New  Haven  and  Meriden,  Conn, 
along  U.S.  Highway  5.  points  between 
New  Haven  and  Meriden,  Conn,  along 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  5,  points  be¬ 
tween  Meriden,  Conn,  and  Middletown, 
Conn,  along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  6, 
points  between  Middletown  and  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn,  along  Connecticut  Highway 
9,  points  between  New  Haven  and  junc- 
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tion  U.S.  Highway  5  along  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  5,  points  between  junction  U.S. 
Highway  5  and  junction  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  5  along  U.S.  Highway  5,  points 
between  junction  Alternate  U.S.  High¬ 
way  5  and  junction  Alternate  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  5, 
points  between  junction  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  6  and  Middletown,  Conn,  along 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  6,  New  Britain, 
Portland,  East  Hartford,  Gildersleeve, 
Rockfall,  Middlefield,  South  Meriden, 
West  Haven,  Pair  Haven,  Conn.,  New 
Haven  and  Cheshire,  Conn.,  points  be¬ 
tween  New  Haven  and  Cheshire  along 
Connecticut  Highway  10,  West  Haven 
and  Pair  Haven,  Conn.,  Bridgeport  and 
Plainville,  Conn.,  points  between  Bridge¬ 
port  and  junction  Conecticut  Highway 
8  along  U.S.  Highway  1,  points  between 
junction  Connecticut  Highway  8  and 
Waterbury,  Conn,  along  Connecticut 
Highway  8,  points  between  Waterbury 
and  Milldale,  Conn,  along  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  6,  points  between  Milldale  and 
Plainville,  Conn,  along  Connecticut 
Highway  10,  New  Britain,  Conn.,  New 
Haven  and  Seymour,  Conn.,  points  be¬ 
tween  New  Haven  and  Derby,  Conn, 
along  Connecticut  Highway  34,  points 
between  Derby  and  Seymour,  Conn, 
along  Connecticut  Highway  115,  Derby 
and  Ansonia,  Conn. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  the  requested 
authority  will  be  tacked  at  Pelham  Manor, 
N.Y.  and  Jersey  City,  N.J..  both  In  the  New 
York  Commercial  Zone.  This  Is  a  matter  di¬ 
rectly  related  to  a  Section  5(2)  proceeding  In 
MC-P- 12759  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  Issue  of  February  4,  1976.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Hartford,  Conn,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108461  (Sub-No.  126)  filed 
January  28,  1976.  Applicant:  WHIT¬ 
FIELD  TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  821 
East  Pasadena,  P.O.  Box  7676,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  85011.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  S.  Richards,  1515  Walker  Bank 
Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  commodities  which  because 
of  their  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission)  ,  Between  Yuma,  Ariz.  and  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Ariz.:  Prom  Yuma  over  Interstate 
Highway  8  to  Gila  Bend,  Ariz.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Phoenix,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points  between  Wellton  and 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  and  points  within  twenty- 
five  (25)  miles  of  Phoenix,  Hyder,  and 
Roll,  Ariz.,  as  off-route  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  Commercial  Zones  of  Yuma  and 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  Note:  This  is  a  matter  di¬ 
rectly  related  to  a  Section  5(2)  proceed¬ 
ing  in  MC-F-12753  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  February  4, 
1976.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  Yuma,  Ariz.,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  116457  (Sub-No.  15),  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  January  12,  1976,  published 


in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Febru¬ 
ary  25, 1976,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
TRANSPORTATION  INCORPORATED, 
1804  S.  27th  Avenue,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85009.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  Parker  Crosby  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber,  particle  board  and  boards  or 
sheet  made  from  ground  wood,  from 
points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Cali¬ 
fornia,  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas.  Note:  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  correct 
the  publication  as  stated  above.  This  is 
a  matter  directly  related  to  a  Section 
5(2)  proceeding  in  MC-F-12650  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
October  16,  1975.  Common  control  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  Albuquerque.  N.  Mex., 
or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 


Office  of  Proceedings 
NOTICE 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route  Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Routes — Motor  Carriers  of 
Property  (49  CFR  §  1042.4(c)  (11) ). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
(49  CFR  g  1042.4(c)  (12) )  at  any  time, 
but  will  not  operate  to  stay  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  operations  unless 
filed  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  76032  (Deviation  No.  28), 
NAVAJO  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205 
S.  Platte  River  Drive,  Denver,  Colo. 
80223,  filed  February  19,  1976.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  New  York,  N.Y., 
over  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  380,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  380  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  81,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  81  to  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  TTie  notice  Indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
New  York,  N.Y.,  across  the  Hudson  River 
to  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  9W, 


thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9W  to  Albany. 
N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  5 
to  Camillus,  N.Y.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  76032  (Deviation  No.  29), 
NAVAJO  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205 
S.  Platte  River  Drive,  Denver,  Colo., 
80223,  filed  February  23,  1976.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Baltimore,  Md., 
over  Interstate  Highway  83  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  81,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  81  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  88,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  88  (using  portions  of  New  York 
Highway  7  where  Interstate  Highway  88 
is  incomplete)  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Baltimore,  Md.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  9  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  111383  (Deviation  No.  43), 
BRASWELL  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4447,  Dallas,  Tex.  75208, 
filed  February  18,  1976.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Interstate 
Highway  10  and  Texas  Highway  12  near 
Beaumont,  Tex.,  over  Texas  Highway  12 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  190,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  190  to  Kinder,  La., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  165  to  Monroe, 
La.,  and  return  over  the  same  route  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
Indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities,  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Interstate 
Highway  10  and  Texas  Highway  12, 
over  Interstate  Highway  10  to  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  61 
to  Natchez,  Miss.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84  to  junction  Louisiana  Highway 
15,  thence  over  Louisiana  Highway  15  to 
Monroe,  La.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  111383  (Deviation  No.  44), 
BRASWELL  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC..  P.O.  Box  4447.  Dallas,  Tex.  75208, 
filed  February  23,  1976.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Interstate 
Highway  10  and  U.S.  Highway  165  near 
Lake  Charles,  La.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
165  to  Alexandria,  La.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only. The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier 
is  presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  10  and  U.S.  Highway 
165  near  Lake  Charles,  La.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  to  Lafayette,  La., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  167  to  junction 
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U.S.  Highway  190  near  Opelousas,  La., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  190  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  Alexandria,  La.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  115093  (Deviation  No.  41), 
MERCURY  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  23406,  Tampa,  Fla.  33622,  filed 
October  3,  1975.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Danville,  Va.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  58  to  South  Boston,  Va.,  thence 
over  Virginia  Highway  304  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  360,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  360  to  Wylliesburg,  Va.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Culpeper,  Va.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
29  to  Danville,  Va.,  thence  over  Virginia 
Highw-ay  86  to  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  thence  over  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  86  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
Durham,  N.C.,  (2)  From  Roanoke,  Va., 
over  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  360,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
360  to  Richmond,  Va.,  and  (3)  From 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  Highway  15 
to  junction  North  Carolina  Highway  50, 
thence  over  North  Carolina  Highway  50 
to  Raleigh,  N.C.,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes.  Said  operations  in  (1),  (2), 
and  (3)  above,  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  between 
points  in  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  those  in 
that  part  of  New  York  on  and  south  of 
New  York  Highway  7,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia  and 
Florida,  and  those  in  that  part  of  New 
York  on  and  south  of  New  York  High¬ 
way  7,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Georgia  and  Florida. 

No.  MC  115093  (Deviation  No.  44), 
MERCURY  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  23406,  Tampa,  Fla.  33622,  filed 
October  3,  1975.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  U.S.  Highways 
15  and  360,  near  Keysville,  Va.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  360  to  Burkeville,  Va.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Harrisburg,  Pa.  over  U.S.  Highway 
15  to  junction  North  Carolina  Highway 
50,  thence  over  North  Carolina  Highway 
50  to  Raleigh,  N.C.,  and  (2)  From  Roa¬ 
noke,  Va.,  over  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  360,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  360  to  Richmond,  Va.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes.  Said  opera¬ 
tions  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  are  restricted 


to  the  transportation  of  traffic  moving 
between  points  in  Connecticut,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Virginia,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
those  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
south  of  New  York  Highway  7,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia 
and  Florida. 

No.  MC  115093  (Deviation  No.  45), 
MERCURY  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  23406,  Tampa,  Fla.  33622,  filed 
October  3,  1975.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Richmond,  Va.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  360  to  Brays,  Va.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Richmond,  Va.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
301  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  and  (2) 
From  Norfolk,  Va.,  over  U.S.  Highway  17 
via  Frederickburg,  Va.,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50 
to  Winchester,  Va.,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes.  Said  operations  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above,  are  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  moving  between  points  in 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  those  in  that  part 
of  New  York  on  and  south  of  New  York 
Highway  7,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Georgia  and  Florida. 


MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATIONS 

Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Commission’s  De¬ 
viation  Rules — Motor  Carriers  of  Pas¬ 
sengers  (49  CFR  §  1042.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
(49  CFR  §  1042.2(c)  (9) )  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  705), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 
ate  a  as  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  and  Interstate  High¬ 


way  15-W  over  Interstate  Highway  15- 
W  (using  available  county  roads  and/or 
detour  routes  until  Interstate  Highway 
15-W  is  complete)  to  Devore  Junction, 
Calif.,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  present¬ 
ly  authorized  to  transport  passengers 
and  the  same  property,  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  over  Figueroa  Street  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway  (York 
Blvd.  Jet.),  thence  over  unnumbered 
highway  to  Pasadena,  Calif.,  thence  over 
Foothill  Blvd.  to  Monrovia,  Calif.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  San  Bernardino, 
Calif.,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
15  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  66  (Devore 
Junction,  Calif.),  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 


Office  of  Proceedings 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate  Applications 

NOTICE 

The  following  application  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  245  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  §  1100.245),  which  provides,  among 
other  things,  that  protests  and  requests 
for  information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

California  Docket  No.  56241  (partial 
correction)  filed  January  28,  1976  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  February 
25,  1976,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  ROGERS  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  3971, 
Modesto,  Calif.  95352.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  M.  Carr,  351  California 
Street,  Suite  1215,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94104. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  correc¬ 
tion  Is  to  Indicate  the  correct  territory  sought 
in  paragraph  (16)  to  read:  State  Highway  152 
between  Gilroy  and  Callfa.,  the  rest  remains 
the  same.  Hearing :  Date,  time  and  place  not 
yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  the  Public  Utili¬ 
ties  Commission,  State  of  California,  State 
Building,  Civic  Center,  456  Golden  Gate  Ave¬ 
nue,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  04102  and  should 
not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  A  56284,  filed 
February  20,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANS- 
AERO  SYSTEMS  CORPORATION,  2905 
Mead  Ave.,  Santa  Clara,  Calif.  95051.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Virgil  J.  Mc- 
Vicker  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Cer- 
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tlllcate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight  service 
as  follows:  Transportation  of  General 
commodities  (except  the  following:  (a) 
Used  household  goods  and  personal  ef¬ 
fects  not  packed  in  accordance  with  the 
crated  property  requirements;  (b)  live¬ 
stock;  (c)  liquids,  compressed  gases, 
commodities  in  semiplastic  form  and 
commodities  in  suspension  in  liquids  in 
bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  tank  trailers,  tank 
semi-trailers  or  a  combination  of  such 
highway  vehicles;  (d)  commodities  when 
transported  in  bulk  in  dump  trucks  or  in 
hopper-type  trucks;  (e)  commodities 
when  transported  in  motor  vehicles 
equipped  for  mechanical  mixing  in  tran¬ 
sit;  (f)  logs;  (g)  fresh  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables;  (h)  automobiles,  trucks  and 
buses;  and  (i)  classes  A  and  B  ammuni¬ 
tion  and  explosives) ,  between  all  points 
and  places  in  the  San  Francisco  Terri¬ 
tory,  as  described  in  MRT-2,  item  270-3, 
sub-paragraph  3  and  subsequent  changes 
thereto,  and  all  points  within  ten  miles 
of  any  point  therein.  In  performing  the 
service  herein  authorized,  applicant  may 
make  use  of  any  and  all  streets,  roads, 
highways  and  bridges  necessary  or  con¬ 
venient  for  the  peerformance  of  said 
service.  Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Re¬ 
quests  for  procedural  Information  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission,  State  of  California,  State  Build¬ 
ing,  Civic  Center,  455  Golden  Gate  Ave¬ 
nue,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102  arid 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6846  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  ami 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Applications 
March  5, 1976. 

The  following  applications  to  eliminate 
gateways  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
highway  congestion,  alleviating  air  and 
noise  pollution,  minimizing  safety  haz¬ 
ards,  and  conserving  fuel  have  been  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  under  the  Commission’s  Gateway 
Elimination  Rules  (49  CFR  1065(d)  (2)), 
and  notice  thereof  to  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  in  such 
rules. 

Carriers  having  a  genuine  Interest  in 
an  application  may  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  in  op¬ 
position  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication.  (This  procedure  is  out¬ 
lined  in  the  Commission’s  report  and 
order  in  Gateway  Elimination,  119 
M.C.C.  530.)  A  copy  of  the  verified  state¬ 
ment  in  opposition  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  named  representa¬ 
tive.  The  verified  statement  should  con¬ 
tain  all  the  evidence  upon  which  Protes¬ 


tants  relies  in  the  application  proceeding 
Including  a  detailed  statement  of  Pro¬ 
testant’s  interest  in  the  proposal.  No  re¬ 
buttal  statements  will  be  accepted. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  6G),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 
PACIFIC  MOVING  CO.,  a  Corporation, 
901  W.  Main,  P.O.  Box  25085,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  Suite  1200, 
1000  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier ,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  (1)  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Nebraska,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  York,  Ohio,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  and  Tennessee,  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Oklahoma,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Texas,  (3)  between  points  in 
Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  and 
Oklahoma,  and  (4)  between  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  Clay  Center,  Kans.,  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  and  East  St.  Louis,  HI. 

Note. — This  gateway  elimination  case  Is 
reopened  pursuant  to  the  Policy  Statement 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
January  16, 1976. 

No.  MC  105950  (Sub-No.  7G)  filed  June 
4,  1974.  Applicant:  BADER  BROS.  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  475  Underhill  Blvd.,  Syos- 
set,  N.Y.  11791.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  Suite  1200, 
1000  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  points  in  Alabama, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Tennessee,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  New  York, 
N.Y.,  points  in  Florida,  and  points  In  New 
Jersey  within  25  miles  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

Note. — This  gateway  eUmlnatlon  case  Is 
reopened  pursuant  to  the  Policy  Statement 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
January  16,  1976. 

No.  MC  66990  (Sub-No.  9G) ,  filed  June 
4, 1974.  Applicant:  MOVING  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OF  AMERICA,  INC.,  2001  North 
Mingo  Road,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74116.  Appli¬ 


cant’s  representative:  Robert  J.  Gallag¬ 
her,  Suite  1200, 1000  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  (1)  between 
points  in  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Kentucky, 
Iowa,  Illinois,  Arkansas,  Texas,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Kansas  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
Kentucky,  Iowa,  Hlinols,  Arkansas, 
Texas,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and 
Kansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Nebraska,  Alabama,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Joplin,  Mo.  and  points  within  25  miles 
of  Joplin,  points  in  Tulsa  County,  Okla. 
and  those  within  25  miles  of  Tulsa 
County,  Chicago,  HI.,  points  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  points  within  50  miles 
of  Kay  County,  Okla.,  including  those  in 
Kay  County,  and  points  in  Lawrence 
County,  HI. 

Note. — This  gateway  elimination  case  is 
reopened  pursuant  to  the  Policy  Statement 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
January  16,  1976. 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Office  of  Proceedings 

Irregular-Route  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 

Property-Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter 

Notices 

NOTICE 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065)  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  within  10  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication.  A  copy  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  representative.  Pro¬ 
tests  against  the  elimination  of  a  gateway 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  Identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  E3)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  12, 1974.  Published  in  the 
Federal  Register  October  15,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
220,  Chambersburg,  Pa.  17201.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harold  C.  Gabler 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
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hide,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  goods ;  (1)  from  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  points  in  that  part  of  New  York  and 
New  Jersey  within  ten  miles  of  New  York, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Maryland, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia  within  300 
miles  of  Baltimore,  Md.;  points  in  that 
part  of  North  Carolina  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
the  North  Carolina -South  Carolina  State 
line  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  321 
near  Crowders,  N.C.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  321  to  Boone,  N.C., 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
194  through  Todd,  N.C.,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  221,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  221  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  to  the  point  of 
beginning,  including  points  on  the  indi¬ 
cated  portions  of  the  highways  specified; 
to  points  in  that  part  of  North  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Virginia -North  Carolina  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  Rock¬ 
ingham,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line,  and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301.  The  purpose  of  this  filing -is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Baltimore,  Md. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  delete 
a  portion  of  the  letter-notice  publication. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E27)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  4.  1974.  Published  in  the 
Federal  Register  February  4,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  AMERICAN  BULK  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  818  Grand  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  B.  Foster  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  (L)(l) 
Such  paint  materials  as  are  embraced 
within  contractors’  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from 
points  in  Iowa  located  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  Wichita,  Kans.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
following  gateways:  (A)  (1)  That  part  of 
Illinois  on  and  north  of  UB.  Highway  6 
and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  51  in¬ 
cluding  Rock  Island,  Moline,  and  East 
Moline,  HI.;  (A)  (2)  points  described  In 
(A)(1)  above,  and  Kansas;  (B)  Eau- 
Claire,  Wis.;  (C)  (1)  points  in  Illinois 
that  are  within  the  Dubuque,  Iowa,  com¬ 
mercial  zone;  (C)  (2)  Peru,  HI.;  (D)  (1) 
Adair,  Audrain,  Boone,  Callaway,  Car- 
roll,  Chariton,  Clark,  Grundy,  Howard, 
Knox,  Lewis.  Lincoln,  Linn,  Livingston, 
Macon,  Marion,  Mercer,  Monroe,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Pike,  Putman,  Ralls,  Randolph, 
Saline,  Schuyler,  Scotland,  Shelby,  and 
Sullivan  Counties,  Mo.;  (D)  (2)  points  in 

(D)  (1)  above,  and  Champaign,  HI.;  (D) 
(3)  that  part  of  Illinois  on  or  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  51  from  the  Illinois -Wis¬ 
consin  State  line  to  Decatur,  HI.,  thence 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  36  from 
Decatur,  HI.,  to  Springfield,  HI.,  thence 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  54  from 
Springfield,  HI.,  to  the  Mississippi  River; 

(E)  (1)  Pike  County,  Mo.;  (E)  (2)  points 
In  Illinois  that  are  within  the  Muscatine, 
Iowa,  commercial  zone;  (F)  points  In  H- 


linois  that  are  within  the  Muscatine, 
Iowa,  commercial  zone;  (G)  Trenton, 
Mo,,  and  points  in  Kansas  which  are  lo¬ 
cated  more  than  200  miles  from  Tulsa, 
Okla.;  (H)(1)  Freemont,  Nebr.;  (H)(2) 
Waverly,  Mo.;  (I)  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  commercial  zone;  (J) 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (K)  Missouri. 

(L)  (1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.;  (L)  (2)  and 
(3)  Kansas  City,  Mo.;  (M)  Kansas  City, 
Mo.;  (N)  Peru,  HI.;  (OMl)  that  part  of 
Illinois  east  of  U.S.  Highway  51  from  the 
Illinois-Wisconsin  State  line  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24  to  the  Mississippi  River,  thence 
east  of  the  Mississippi  River  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  on  and  North 
of  U.S.  Highway  54  to  Springfield,  HI., 
and  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
Tuscola,  HI.,  and  thence  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  the  Hlinois- Wiscon¬ 
sin  State  line;  (O)  (2)  that  part  of 
Illinois  described  in  (O)  (1)  and  Kansas; 
(P)  Champaign,  HI.;  (Q)  that  part  of 
Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
36  and  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  65; 
(R)(l)  Trenton,  Mo.;  (R)(2)  Trenton, 
Mo.,  and  that  part  of  Kansas  more  than 
200  miles  from  Tulsa,  Okla.;  (R)(3) 
Kewaunee,  Wis.;  (S)  Memphis,  Tenn.; 
(T)  (1)  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (T)  (2)  points  in 
Kansas  that  are  in  the  North  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  commercial  zone;  (U)(l) 
points  In  Hlinois  within  the  Clinton, 
Iowa,  commercial  zone;  (U)  (2)  those 
points  that  are  in  both  the  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Dupo,  HI.,  commercial  zones;  (V) 
points  in  Hlinois  in  the  Dubuque.  Iowa, 
commercial  zone;  (W)  North  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  commercial  zone  or  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  commercial  zone;  and  (X) 
Ottawa,  Kans.,  and  Colorado.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  correct  the 
Federal  Register  publication  of  Febru¬ 
ary  4,  1976.  The  remainder  of  the  letter- 
notice  remains  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E28)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  4, 1974.  Published  in  the 
Federal  Register  February  4,  1976.  AP¬ 
PLICANT:  AMERICAN  BULK  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  818  Grand  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  B.  Foster  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (B)  Pe¬ 
troleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  (1)  from  Guttenberg,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Missouri  located  on  and  with¬ 
in  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa-Missourl 
State  line  and  extending  along  Highway 
B  to  junction  UB.  Highway  136,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  81,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  81  to  junction  Highway  D, 
thence  along  Highway  D  to  junction 
Highway  A,  thence  along  Highway  A  to 
junction  Highway  E,  thence  along  High¬ 
way  E  to  junction  with  the  eastern  bor¬ 
der  of  Knox  County,  thence  along  the 
eastern  and  southern  borders  of  Knox 
County  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  15, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  15  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  36.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  3,  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  3  to  junction  Highway  W  thence 


along  Highway  W  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  129,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  129  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junc¬ 
tion  with  the  eastern  border  of  Carroll 
County,  thence  along  the  eastern,  north¬ 
ern,  and  western  borders  of  Carroll  Coun¬ 
ty  to  junction  with  the  southern  border 
of  Carroll  County,  thence  along  the 
southern  borders  of  Carroll,  Saline,  How¬ 
ard,  Boone,  Callaway,  Montgomery,  and 
Lincoln  Counties  to  junction  with  the 
Mississippi  River,  thence  along  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  to  junction  with  the  Iowa- 
Missouri  State  line,  thence  along  the 
Iowa-Missouri  State  line  to  points  of 
beginning.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  :  (A)  (1)  and 
(2)  points  that  are  in  both  the  North 
Kansas  City  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  com¬ 
mercial  zones; 

(A)(3)  points  In  (A)  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  and  points  In  Colorado;  (B)(1) 
points  in  Hlinois  within  the  Fort  Madi¬ 
son,  Iowa,  commercial  zone;  (B)  (2)  Ful¬ 
ton,  HI.;  (B)(3)  Milan,  HI.:  (B)(4) 
points  in  Hlinois  within  the  Alexandria. 
Mo.,  commercial  zone;  (C)  (1)  that  part 
of  Hlinois  on  and  north  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  24;  (C)  (2)  that  part  of  Hlinois  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24  and  Kan¬ 
sas;  (D)  Eau  Claire,  Wis.;  (E)  points  in 
Hlinois  within  the  Muscatine,  Iowa,  com¬ 
mercial  zone;  (F)  Kewaunee,  Wis.;  (G) 
Albany,  HI.;  (H)  (1)  points  in  Hlinois  on 
and  west  of  UB.  Highway  51  and  on  and 
north  of  UB.  Highway  34;  (H)  (2T  those 
points  in  (H)(1)  above  and  Missouri: 

(H) (3)  those  points  in  (H)(1)  above. 
Missouri,  and  Champaign,  HI.;  (I)  Mc¬ 
Farland,  Wis.,  and  Champaign,  HI.;  (J) 

(I)  Fremont,  Nebr.;  (J)  (2)  Waverly, 

Mo.;  (K)  points  in  Missouri  within  the 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  commercial  zone; 
(L)  Salem,  Mo.;  and  points  within  five 
miles;  (M)(l)  Memphis.  Tenn.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone;  (M)  (2)  Dubuque,  Iowa,  com¬ 
mercial  zone;  (MM3)  Wisconsin  and 
Nebraska;  (M)  (4),  (5),  and  (7) 

Dupo,  HI.;  (M)  (6)  Dupo,  HI.,  and  Kan¬ 
sas;  (N),  (O),  (P),  (Q)  Memphis,  Tenn.; 
(R)  points  In  Hlinois  that  are  in  the 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  commercial  zone;  (S) 
Wyoming,  HI.;  (T),  (U)  Clinton,  Iowa; 
(V)  Champaign,  HI.;  (W)  Dupo,  HI., 
commercial  zone;  (X)  Webster  Grove. 
Mo.;  (Y)  Pike  County,  Mo.;  and  (Z)  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  reflect  Part  (B)  (1)  above  that  was 
omitted  by  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion.  The  remainder  of  the  letter-notice 
remains  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E29)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  4, 1974.  Published  in  the 
Federal  Register  February  4,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  AMERICAN  BULK  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  818  Grand  Ave..  P.O.  Box 
2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64142.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  H.  B.  Foster 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
hlile,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (A)  Vegetable  and  animal  fats  and 
oils  (except  molasses  and  except  animal 
fats  from  Esterville  and  Ottumwa,  Iowa) , 
in  bulk,  In  tank  vehicles;  (B)  vegetable 
and  animal  fats  and  oils  (except  molasses 
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and  except  animal  fats  from  Estervile 
and  Ottumwa  and  (except  corn  oil  from 
Cedar  Rapids) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles; 

(V)  Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
or  hopper  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site 
of  the  Iowa-Guttenberg  Terminal,  Inc., 
located  approximately  two  miles  south 
of  Guttenberg,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Indi¬ 
ana  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line,  extending 
along.  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  5,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
224,  then  along  U.S.  Highway  224  to  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line;  and  •  *  *.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
following  gateways:  (A)  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  (B)  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and 
Memphis,  Tenn.;  (C)  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  (D)  Valley  Park,  Mo.;  (E)  (F) 
points  in  Missouri  within  the  Dupo,  Ill., 
commercial  zone;  (G)  Nebraska;  (H) 
Kansas;  (I)  Pike  County,  Mo.;  (J),  (K) 

(1)  Muscatine,  Iowa;  (K)(2)  the  plant 
site  of  Blockson  Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near 
Joliet,  HI.;  (L)  Wyoming,  HI.;  (M) 
Windham,  Iowa,  and  points  within  15 
miles;  (N)  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  (O)G) 
Pike  County,  Mo.;  (O)  (2)  Muscatine, 
Iowa;  (P)  plant  site  of  Blockson  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  at  or  near  Joliet,  HI. ;  (Q)  Wyo¬ 
ming,  HI.;  (R)(l)  Burlington,  Iowa;  (R) 

(2)  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  (S)  Muscatine, 
Iowa;  (T)  plant  site  of  Blockson  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  at  or  near  Joliet,  HI. ;  (U)  Wyo¬ 
ming,  HI.;  (V)  Burlington,  Iowa;  and 

(W)  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  correct  the  commod¬ 
ities  CA)  and  (B)  and  the  Part  (V) .  The 
remainder  of  the  letter-notice  remains 
as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E30)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  4,  1974.  Published  in  the 
Federal  Register  February  4,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  AMERICAN  BULK  "TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  818  Grand  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  B.  Foster  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting: 

(O)  Acids  and  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  (2) 
from  points  in  Iowa  located  in  Dubuque, 
Jones,  Cedar,  Johnson,  Washington, 
Keokuk,  Wapello,  Jefferson,  Henry, 
Louisa,  Muscatine,  Scott,  Clinton,  and 
Jackson  Counties  to  points  in  Wyoming 
(except  Goshen,  Niobrara,  -  Weston, 
Crook,  Campbell,  Johnson,  Sheridan,  and 
Big  Horn  Counties), 

(W)  Alfalfa  products,  cottonseed  meal, 
mill  feeds,  soybean  meal,  and  molasses 
when  intended  for  use  as  animal  and 
poultry  feed  or  animal  and  poultry  feed 
ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 

(3)  from  points  in  Iowa  located  on  and 
west  of  a  line  extending  from  the  Iowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  along  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  9, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  9  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  3,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  3  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 


U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
the  Iowa-Nebraska  State  line  to  points 
in  Wisconsin  located  in,  south,  and  east 
of  Trempealeau,  Eau  Claire,  Clark,  Tay¬ 
lor,  Price,  and  Ashland  Counties, 
and  *  *  •  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  following  gateways: 

(A)  Chicago,  Ill.;  (B)  Clinton,  Iowa; 
(C)  McFarland,  Wis.;  (D)  Champaign, 
Ill.;  (E)  Kentucky;  (F)  Selma,  Mo.;  (G), 

(H)  Selma,  Mo.,  and  Woodstock,  Tenn., 
or  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (I)  Selma,  Mo.,  and 
Columbia,  Tenn.;  (J)  points  in  Illinois 
within  the  Muscatine,  Iowa,  Commercial 
zone;  (K)  Marshall  County,  Ky.;  (L) 
(M),  (N>  points  in  the  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  commercial 
zone?  (O)  (1)  — (3)  Kansas  City,  Kans.; 
(O)  (4) -(15)  points  in  the  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  commercial 
zones;  (P)  points  that  are  in  both  the 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  Olathe,  Kans., 
commercial  zones;  (Q)  points  that  are  in 
both  the  Olathe,  Kans.,  and  Lawrence, 
Kans.,  commercial  zones;  (R)  points 
that  are  in  both  the  Olathe,  Kans.,  and 
Lawrence,  Kans.,  commercial  zones;  and 
Saginaw,  Mo.,  and  points  within  15  miles; 
(S)  points  that  are  in  both  the  Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  and  Olathe,  Kans.,  commer¬ 
cial  zones  and  Verona,  Mo.;  (T) ,  (U) ,  (V) 
points  in  the  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  commercial  zones;  (W) 

( I)  — (2)  the  plant  site  of  Protein  Blend¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  near  Iowa  City,  Iowa;  (W)  (3)- 

(4)  Mason  City,  Iowa;  (X)(l)  points  in 
Hlinois  within  the  Dubuque,  Iowa,  com¬ 
mercial  zone;  (X)(2)  Memphis,  Tenn.; 

(X)(3)  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  (Y> 
Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  reflect  Part  (O)  (2)  that  was  omitted 
and  (WH3)  above.  The  remainder  of 
the  letter  notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E32)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  4,  1974.  Published.in  the 
Federal  Register  February  4,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  AMERICAN  BULK  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  818  Grand  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  B.  Foster  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (F)  Liq¬ 
uified  propane,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
(1)  from  points  in  Missouri  located  in 
and  west  of  Scotland,  Knox,  Shelby, 
Monroe,  that  portion  of  Audrain  County 
west  of  Missouri  Highway  19,  Callaway, 
Osage,  Maries,  Phelps,  Texas,  and  Howell 
Counties  to  points  in  Hlinois  located  in 
that  portion  of  Rock  Island  County  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  6,  Whiteside, 
Carroll,  Ogle,  Winnebago,  Stephenson, 
and  Jo  Davies  Counties,  (2)  from  points 
in  Missouri  located  in  and  west  of  Scot¬ 
land,  Knox,  Macon,  Randolph,  Howard, 
Cooper,  Moniteau,  Morgan,  Camden,  Dal¬ 
las,  Greene,  Lawrence,  and  Barry  Coun¬ 
ties  to  points  in  Hlinois  located  in  Lee, 
DeKalb,  Kane,  DuPage,  Cook,  Lake,  Mc¬ 
Henry,  and  Boone  Counties,  .  .  .  (N) 
Fats,  greases,  lard,  and  tallows  (except 
those  derived  from  pet* oleum,  soap 
products,  and  paints),  In  bulk,  in  tank 


vehicles,  (2)  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas  located  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Tennes- 
see  State  line  along  Arkansas  Highway 
252  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  10, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  10  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  22,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  22  to  junction 
Arkansas  Highway  7,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  7  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  28,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  28  to  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma 
State  line,  to  points  in  Texas  in  and 
south  of  Cochran,  Hockey,  Lubbock, 
Crosby,  Dickens,  King,  Knox,  Baylor, 
Archer,  and  Clay  Counties  and  to  points 
in  Oklahoma  located  in  Choctaw  and 
McCurtain  Counties  and  that  portion  of 
LeFlore  County  east  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Oklahoma-Arkansas 
State  line  along  Oklahoma  Highway  128 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  259,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  259  to  the  LeFlore- 
McCurtain  County  line. 

(O)  Liquefied  petroleum  gas,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Jefferson  City, 
Mo.,  to  point  in  Hlinois  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  40  from  East  St.  Louis  to 
Effingham  and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  the  Hlinois  -  W isconsin  State 
line  and  located  in  and  north  of  Han¬ 
cock,  McDonough,  Fulton,  Mason,  Taze¬ 
well,  McLeod,  DeWitt,  Champaign,  and 
Vermillion  Counties,  .  .  .  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  the  following:  (A)  Muscatine,  Iowa; 
(B)  Burlington,  Iowa;  (C)  Windham, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  15  miles;  <D) 
plant  site  of  Hawkeye  Chemical  Co.,  at 
or  near  Clinton,  Iowa;  (E)  Des  Moines, 
Iowa;  (F)  the  terminal  outlet  of  the 
Mid- American  Pipeline  Co.,  at  or  near 
Iowa  City,  Iowa;  (G)  and  (H)  Tulsa, 
Okla.;  (I)(l)  points  in  Hlinois  within 
the  Muscatine,  Iowa,  commercial  zone; 
(I)  (2)  plant  site  of  the  Blockson  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  at  or  near  Joilet,  HI.;  (J)  Colum¬ 
bia,  Tenn.;  (K)  Muscatine,  Iowa;  (L) 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (M)  Plant  site  of  the 
Blockson  Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near  Joilet, 
Ill.;  (N)  Memphis,  Tenn. ;  (O)  (1)  points 
in  Iowa  within  the  Alexandria,  Mo.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone;  (O)  (.2)  points  in  (0)(1) 
andChampaign.Ill.;  <0)(3)  Fort  Mad¬ 
ison,  Iowa;  (0X4)  Guttenberg,  Iowa; 
(O)  (5)  Guttenberg,  Iowa,  and  Eau 
Claire,  Wis.;  (O)  (6)  Black  Hawk  County, 
Iowa;  (0)(7)  site  of  the  terminal  out¬ 
let  of  the  Mid-American  Pipeline  Co.,  at 
or  near  Iowa  City,  Iowa;  (P)  Memphis, 
Tenn.;  (Q)  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (R)(l) 
points  in  Arkansas  within  the  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  commercial  zone;  (R)  (2)  Colo¬ 
rado;  (S)  (1)  Kansas;  (S)  (2)  Kansas 
City,  Kans.;  (S)  (3)  Nebraska:  (S)  (4) 
Kansas;  (T)  Champaign,  HI.;  (U)  Tulsa, 
Okla.;  (V)  Kewaunee,  Wis.,  and  (W) 
plant  site  of  Hawkeye  Chemical  Co.,  at 
or  near  Clinton,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of 
this  correct  is  to  reflect  the  correct  de¬ 
stination  points  in  (N)  (2)  and  (0)0) 
above  and  (F)  (1)  and  (2)  omitted  in 
publication  of  February  4,  1976.  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  letter-notice  remains  as 
previously  published. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E33)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  4,  1974.  Published  in 
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the  Federal  Register  February  4,  1976. 
Applicant:  AMERICAN  BULK  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  818  Grand  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  B.  Foster  (same  as 
above.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (C) 
Crude  soybean  oil  and  inedible  fats,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  points 
in  Missouri  to  Faribault,  Minn.,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  (F) 
Soybean  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
(1)  from  points  in  Missouri  located  in 
and  west  of  Marion,  Daviess,  Caldwell, 
Ray.  Jackson,  Cass,  and  Bates  Counties 
to  points  in  South  Dakota  located  in  and 
west  of  McPherson,  Edmunds,  Potter, 
Dewey,  Ziebach,  and  Meade  Counties, 
and  points  in  Pennington  County  located 
on  and  west  of  South  Dakota  Highway 
79,  and  (L)  Acids  and  chemicals  (except 
chemical  fertilizer  from  Joplin  and  points 
within  5  miles  therof) ,  in  bulk,  (3)  from 
points  in  Missouri  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Utah, 
(X)  (4)  from  points  in  Missouri  located 
on  and  bounded  by  a  line  extending  from 
the  Missouri-Illinois  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  24 
to  junction  Missouri  Highway  291,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  5  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  UJS.  High¬ 
way  50  to  junction  Missouri  5,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  5  to  junction 
Missouri  Highway  52,  thence  along  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  52  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  42,  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  42  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  72,  thence  along 
Missouri  Highway  72  to  the  Mississippi 
River,  thence  along  the  Mississippi  River 
to  point  of  origin  to  points  in  Kansas 
located  on  and  west  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State  line 
along  Kansas  Highway  28  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  81,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  81  to  junction  UB.  Highway  24, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  the  Kansas - 
Oklahoma  State  line. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  following  gateways:  (A)(1) 
Guttenberg,  Iowa;  (A)  (2)  Guttenberg, 
Iowa,  and  Eau  Claire,  Wis.;  (A)(3) 
Champaign,  HI.;  (A)(4)  Black  Hawk 
County,  Iowa;  (A)  (5)  and  (6)  those 
points  in  Kansas  located  more  than  200 
miles  from  Tulsa,  Okla.;  (A)  (7)  points 
in  Kansas  that  are  within  the  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  commercial  zone  and  more 
than  200  miles  from  Tulsa,  Okla;  (B) 
Louisiana,  Mo.,  and  Muscatine,  Iowa; 
(C)  Iowa;  (D)  Clinton,  Iowa;  (E) 
Dubuque,  Iowa;  (F)  Redfield,  Iowa;  (G) 
Iowa;  (H)  Topeka,  Kans.;  (I),  (J),  (K), 
(L)  (3)  and  (5)  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  commercial  zone  (point 
formerly  known  as  Turner,  Kans.) ;  (L) 
(1)  and  (2)  Kansas  City,  Kans.  (Point 
formerly  known  as  Turner,  Kans.) ;  (L) 


(6)  and  (7)  and  (M)  Olathe,  Kans.,  a 
point  in  the  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone  (a  point  formerly  known  as 
Turner,  Kans.) ;  (N)  points  in  (M)  above 
and  Muscatine,  Iowa;  (O)  points  in  (M) 
above,  and  the  plant  site  of  the  Block- 
son  Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near  Joliet,  HI.; 
<P)  points  in  (M)  above  and  Burlington, 
Iowa;  (Q)  (1)  to  (3)  points  in  (M)  above, 
and  Saginaw',  Mo.,  and  points  within  15 
miles;  (Q)  (4)  and  (5),  (R)  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  commercial 
zone  (a  point  formerly  known  as  Turner. 
Elans.) ;  (S)  Escanaba,  Mich.;  (T) 

Dallas,  Tex.;  (U)  Topeka,  Kans.;  (V) 
(1)  and  (2)  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  Burlington, 
Iowa;  (V),(3)  to  (4)  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  the 
plant  site  of  Hawkeye  Chemical  Co.,  at 
or  near  Clinton,  Iowa;  (W)  points  in 
Hlinois  within  the  Alexandria,  Mo.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone  and  Guttenberg,  Iowa;  and 
(X)  Olathe,  Kans.,  a  point  in  the  Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  commercial  zone  (a  point 
formerly  known  as  Turner,  Kans.). 

The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
correct  errors  made  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  publication  and  correct  the  desti¬ 
nation  points.  The  remainder  of  the 
letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
BULK  TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  2007 
University  Avenue  NW.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s  representative: 
H.  B  Foster  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Sulfuric  acid  and 
phosphoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Nebraska; 
(B)  sulfuric  acid,  in  bulk  and  phosphoric 
acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Iowa;  (C) 
liquid  sulfuric  acid  and  liquid  phosphoric 
acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Indiana;  (D) 
sulphiiric  acid,  in  bulk,  and  phosphoric 
acid  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Colorado  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  north  of  Cheyenne,  Lincoln, 
Crowley,  Pueblo,  Custer,  Alamosa,  Rio 
Grande,  Mineral,  Hinsdale,  La  Plata,  and 
Montezuma  Counties,  and  to  points  in 
Illinois  and  Wisconsin;  (E)  sulfuric  acid, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  and 
phosphoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Arkansas-Missouri  State 
line  and  extending  east  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  620  to  intersection  with  the  western 
border  of  Boone  County,  thence  along 
the  western  and  southern  borders  of 
Boone  County  to  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  intersection  with  the  northern 
boundary  of  Van  Burean  County,  thence 
along  the  northern  and  eastern  border 
of  Van  Buren,  Cleburne,  White,  Wood¬ 
ruff,  St.  Francis  Counties,  to  intersection 
with  Arkansas  Highway  1,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  1  to  intersection  with 
the  northern  border  of  Lee  County, 
thence  along  the  northern  and  eastern 
boundary  of  Lee  County  to  the  Mississip¬ 
pi  River,  to  points  in  Kentucky,  and  to 


points  in  Mississippi  in  and  east  of  Coa¬ 
homa,  Tallahatchie,  Leflore,  Holmes, 
Yazoo,  and  Madison  Counties,  and  that 
portion  of  Hinds  on  and  east  of  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  22  from  the  northern 
boundary  to  junction  with  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  through  Bolton  to  junction 
with  Mississippi  Highway  467,  thence 
along  Mississippi  Highway  467  to  junc¬ 
tion  with  Mississippi  Highway  18,  thence 
along  Mississippi  Highway  18  to  junction 
with  Mississippi  Highway  27,  thence 
along  Mississippi  Highway  27  to  the 
southern  boundary  of  Copiah,  Lincoln, 
and  Amite  Counties,  and  to  points  in 
Tennessee. 

(F)  Sulfuric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Bartlesville,  Okla.,  to  points 
in  Nebraska;  (G)  sulfuric  acid,  in  bulk, 
from  Bartlesville,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Iowa;  (H)  sulfuric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Bartlesville,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Indiana;  (I)  sulfuric  acid,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  from 
Bartlesville,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Oklahoma- Arkansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  south  along  the  northern  and 
eastern  borders  of  Crawford  and  Sebas¬ 
tian  Counties,  to  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  junction  UB.  Highway  270,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  270  to  inter¬ 
section  with  the  northern  border 
of  Polk  County,  thence  along 
the  northern  and  eastern  border 
of  Polk  and  Howard  Counties  to  inter¬ 
section  with  UB.  Highway  70,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  intersection 
with  the  eastern  border  of  Sevier  County, 
thence  along  the  eastern  and  southern 
border  of  Sevier  and  Little  River  Coun¬ 
ties,  to  the  Arkansas-Texas  State  line, 
and  to  points  in  Kentucky,  Mississippi, 
and  Tennessee:  (J)  sulfuric  acid,  in 
bulk,  from  Bartlesville,  Okla.,  to  points 
in  Colorado  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Colorado-New1  Mexico  State 
line,  extending  north  along  the  western 
and  northern  borders  of  Costilla,  Huer¬ 
fano,  Pueblo,  Lincoln,  Elbert  Counties  to 
intersection  with  West  Bijou  Creek, 
thence  along  West  Bijou  Creek  to  inter¬ 
section  with  the  southern  border  of 
Adams  County,  thence  along  the  south¬ 
ern  and  eastern  borders  of  Adams  and 
Morgan  Counties  to  intersection  with 
Interstate  Highway  80S,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  80S  to  the  intersec¬ 
tion  with  the  eastern  border  of  Logan 
County,  thence  along  the  eastern  border 
of  Logan  County  to  the  Colorado-Ne- 
braska  State  line,  and  to  points  in  Hlinois 
and  Wisconsin;  (K)  cottonseed  oil,  soy¬ 
bean  oil,  blends,  and  products  thereof 
(except  soap  products  and  paints),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  points 
in  Oklahoma  to  Wilson  and  Evadale, 
Ark.,  (2)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  to 
Macon,  Ga.;  (3)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  on  and  south  .of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line 
extending  west  along  UB.  Highway  271 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  59  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  High- 
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way  81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
junction  Oklahoma  Highway  152,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  152  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  66  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
State  line,  to  Jackson,  Miss. 

(4)  Prom  points  in  Oklahoma  on, 
south  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  extending 
south  along  the  eastern  border  of  Osage 
County  to  intersection  with  the  Bartles¬ 
ville,  Okla.,  Commercial  Zone,  thence 
along  the  northern,  eastern  and  south 
boundaries  of  the  Bartlesville  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  to  intersection  with  the  eastern 
border  of  Osage  County,  thence  along 
the  eastern  border  of  Osage  County  to 
intersection  with  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
through  Ramona  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  169  at  Talala,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  169  to  Junction  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  through  Chelsea  to  junction 
with  Oklahoma  Highway  28,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  28  to  the 
Arkansas -Oklahoma  State  line  to  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio;  (5)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  located  on,  south  and  west  of  a 
line  extending  from  the  Kansas-Okla¬ 
homa  State  line,  along  U.S.  Highway  75 
to  the  junction  of  Oklahoma  Highway 
20,  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway  20 
to  the  Oklahoma -Arkansas  State  line,  to 
Cincinnati,  Ohio;  <L)  vegetable  oil  and 
vegetable  oil  products,  (except  soap 
products  and  paints),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  to 
points  in  Georgia  to  points  in  Mississippi 
located  In  and  north  of  Coahoma.  Tal¬ 
lahatchie,  Grenada,  Carroll.  Attala, 
Leake.  Neshoba,  Newton,  and  Lauder¬ 
dale  Counties;  (2)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  located  in  Cimarron  and  Texas 
Counties,  to  points  in  Mississippi  located 
in,  north  and  east  of  Washington,  Hum¬ 
phreys,  Yazoo,  Madison,  Rankin,  Simp¬ 
son,  Covington,  and  Lamar  Counties;  (3) 
from  points  in  Oklahoma  to  points  in 
New  York  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
located  in  all  counties  except  Washing¬ 
ton,  Greene,  and  Payette;  (M)  acetic 
acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  to  points  in  Alabama 
(except  Mobile  and  Baldwin  Counties) , 
and  to  points- in  Georgia;  (2)  from  points 
in  Oklahoma  (except  Bryan,  Atoka. 
Choctaw,  Pushmataha,  McCurtain,  La¬ 
timer.  and  Leflore  Counties) ,  to  points 
in  Alabama  located  in  Mobile  and  Bald¬ 
win  Counties;  (3)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  to  Asheville,  N.C.,  Greenville, 
Spartanburg,  and  Ware  Shoals,  S.C.;  (4) 
from  points  in  Oklahoma  (except  those 
located  in  Nowata,  Craig,  Ottawa,  Rog¬ 
ers,  Mayes  and  Delaware  Counties), 
to  Louisville,  Ky.;  (N)  molasses,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Muskogee, 
Okla.,  to  Muscatine,  Iowa;  (2)  from 
Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Illinois  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  north  of  Henderson,  War¬ 
ren,  Knox,  Peoria,  Woodford,  LaSalle, 
Grundy  and  Kankakee  Counties;  (3) 
from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  located  in  Houston,  Winona, 
Lake,  and  Cook  Counties,  and  that  por¬ 
tion  of  St.  Louis  County  located  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  southern 


boundary  of  the  county  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  33  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  53,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
53  to  junction  County  Road  24,  thence 
along  County  Road  24  to  the  Minnesota- 
Canada  border  and  points  in  Wisconsin 
(except  Pierce,  St.  Croix,  Polk,  and 
Burnett  Counties) . 

(O)  Corn  syrup  and  liquid  sugar,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Mus¬ 
kogee,  Okla.,  to  Clinton  and  Keokuk, 
Iowa;  (2)  from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  and  Roby,  Ind.;  (P) 
corn  syrup,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles.  (1) 
from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota.  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Dakota:  (2)  from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  and  points 
in  Louisiana  located  in  Washington,  St. 
Tammany,  Tangipahoa,  Jefferson,  Or¬ 
leans,  Plaquemines,  and  St.  Bernard 
Parishes,  and  points  in  Mississipi  located 
in,  east  and  north  of  Coahoma,  Sun¬ 
flower,  Humphreys,  Yazoo,  Hinds, 
Copiah,  Lincoln,  and  Pike  Counties;  (3) 
from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Florida;  (4)  from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Iowa  (except  Cedar  Rapids, 
Clinton,  and  Keokuk);  (Q)  sugar  and 
syrup,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from 
Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Nebraska 
and  points  in  Colorado  located  in,  north 
and  west  of  Kiowa,  Bent,  Otreo,  Pueblo, 
Nuerfano,  Alamosa,  and  Conejos  Coun¬ 
ties;  (2)  from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points 
in  California,  Oregon  and  Washington; 
(R)  molasses,  when  intended  for  use  as 
animal  and  poultry  feed  or  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Iowa;  (S) 
crude  cottonseed  and  soybean  oils,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  points 
in  Oklahoma  located  in  and  north  of 
Roger  Mills,  Dewey,  Blaine,  Kingfisher, 
Logan,  Payne,  Pawnee,  Osage,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Rogers,  Mayes,  and  Delaware  Coun¬ 
ties,  to  points  in  Wisconsin  located  in 
and  east  of  Grant,  Crawford,  Richland, 
Suak,  Juneau,  Monroe,  Wood,  Clark, 
Taylor,  Price,  and  Iron  Counties;  (2) 
from  points  in  Oklahoma  located  in  and 
south  of  Beckham,  Custer,  Caddo,  Cana¬ 
dian,  Oklahoma.  Lincoln,  Creek,  Tulsa, 
Wagoner,  Cherokee,  and  Adair  Counties, 
to  points  in  Minnesota  located  on  and 
east  of  Minnesota  Highway  43  and  to 
points  in  Wisconsin  located  in,  east  and 
south  of  Trempealeau,  Eau  Claire,  Chip¬ 
pewa,  Rusk,  Sawyer,  and  Bayfield  Coun¬ 
ties  ;  ( 3 )  from  points  in  Oklahoma  located 
in  and  south  of  Adair,  Cherokee,  Wag¬ 
oner,  Tulsa,  Creek,  Lincoln,  Oklahoma, 
Canadian,  Caddo,  Custer  and  Beckham 
Counties  (except  Oklahoma  City),  to 
points  in  Iowa  located  in  and  east  of 
Lee,  Henry,  Louisa,  Johnson,  Linn, 
Delaware,  Clayton,  and  Allamakee  Coun¬ 
ties;  (4)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  (ex¬ 
cept  Oklahoma  City) ,  to  points  in 
Indiana,  Michigan  and  Ohio;  (5)  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  located  in  and  west 
of  Washington,  Tulsa,  Creek,  Okfuskee, 
Seminole,  Pontotoc,  Johnston,  and  Mar¬ 
shall  Counties  (except  Oklahoma  City), 
to  points  in  Illinois;  (T)  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  (1)  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
located  in  and  west  of  Alfalfa,  Major, 
Blaine,  Custer,  Washita,  Kiowa,  and 


Tillman  Counties,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota  located  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81. 

(2)  From  points  in  Oklahoma  located 
in  and  east  of  Grant,  Garfield,  Kingfish¬ 
er,  Canadian,  Caddo,  Commanche,  and 
Cotton  Counties,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota;  (3)  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
(except  those  located  in  Cimarron, 
Texas,  Beaver,  and  Harper  Counties),  to 
points  in  South  Dakota  located  on  and 
east  of  a  line  extending  from  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  along  Interstate  Highway  29 
to  junction  South  Dakota  Highway  28, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  28 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the  South 
Dakota-North  Dakota  State  line;  (4> 
(from  points  in  Oklahoma  located  in  and 
east  of  Osage,  Pawnee,  Payne,  Lincoln, 
Oklahoma,  Grady,  Commanche,  and  Cot¬ 
ton  Counties,  to  points  in  South  Dakota 
located  in  and  north  of  Union,  Lincoln, 
Turner,  McCook,  Hanson,  Sanborn, 
Jerauld,  Hand,  Faulk,  Potter,  Walworth, 
and  Campbell  Counties  and  points  in 
Davison  County  located  on  and  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  90  (except  those 
points  in  South  Dakota  described  in  (3) 
above) ;  (5)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  east  of  Washington,  Tulsa. 
Creek,  Okfuskee,  Seminole,  Pontotoc, 
Murray,  Carter  and  Love  Counties,  to 
points  in  South  Dakota  (except  those 
points  in  South  Dakota  described  in  (3) 
and  (4)  above) ;  (6)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  located  in  and  east  of  Kay,  Noble, 
Logan,  Oklahoma,  Cleveland,  McClain, 
Garvin,  Carter,  and  Love  Counties,  to 
points  in  Idaho  (except  those  located  in 
Caribou,  Bear,  Lake,  Franklin,  and 
Oneida  Counties) ,  and  points  in  Bannock 
County  located  east  and  south  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  western  border  along 
Interstate  Highway  15 W  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  15,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  15  to  northern  border,  to 
points  in  Montana  and  to  points  in 
Wyoming  located  in  Bog  Horn,  Park,  and 
Teton  Counties;  (7)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  located  in  and  east  of  Washington, 
Tulsa,  Okmulgee,  McIntosh,  Pittsburg, 
Pushmataha,  and  Choctaw  Counties,  to 
points  in  Idaho  and  Wyoming  (except 
those  points  in  Idaho  and  Wyoming  de¬ 
scribed  in  (6)  above) ;  (8)  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  located  on  and  east  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  183  to  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  44.  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  44  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
283,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  283  to 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  to  points 
in  or  located  on  and  west  of  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Oregon-Washington 
State  line  along  Interstate  Highway  5  to 
junction  Oregon  Highway  22,  thence 
along  Oregon  Highway  22  to  junction 
Oregon  Highway  223,  thence  along  Ore¬ 
gon  Highway  223  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Newport,  on  the  Pacific  Ocean;  (9)  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  located  in  and  east 
of  Grant,  Garfield,  Kingfisher,  Canadian, 
Grady,  Comanche,  and  Cotton  Counties, 
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to  points  in  Oregon  (except  those  points 
in  or  described  in  (8)  above) . 

(10)  Prom  points  in  Oklahoma  located 
in  Washington,  Nowata,  Craig,  and  Ot¬ 
tawa  Counties,  to  points  in  California; 
(11)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  located 
in  Osage,  Tulsa,  Muskogee,  and  Se¬ 
quoyah  Counties,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  located  in,  north  and  west  of  Los 
Angeles,  Kern,  and  Inyo  Counties;  (12) 
from  points  in  Oklahoma  located  in  and 
east  of  Grant,  Garfield,  Logan,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Cleveland,  McLain,  Garvin, 
Carter,  and  Love  Counties  (except  those 
points  in  Oklahoma  described  in  (10) 
and  (11)  above),  to  points  in  California 
located  on  and  north  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  California -Nevada  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  ,to  junc¬ 
tion  California  Highway  89,  thence  along 
California  Highway  89  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  California 
Highway  20,  thence  along  California 
Highway  20  to  Noyo,  on  the  Pacific 
Ocean;  (13)  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
located  in  and  east  of  Washington, 
Tulsa,  Okmulgee,  and  McIntosh  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  points  located  on  and  east  of 
the  Indian  Nation  Turnpike  from  the 
southern  border  of  McIntosh  County,  to 
the  Oklahoma -Texas  State  line,  to  points 
in  Utah  located  on,  north  and  west  of 
a  line  extending  from  the  Utah-Colorado 
State  line,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70  to  the  eastern  border  of  Sevier 
County,  thence  along  the  eastern  and 
southern  borders  of  Sevier,  Piute,  Iron 
and  Washington  Counties,  to  the  Utah- 
Arizona  State  line;  (14)  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  located  in  Washington, 
Nowata,  Craig,  and  Ottawa  Counties,  to 
points  in  Nevada;  (15)  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  located  on  and  east  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  Oklahoma -Texas 
State  line  along  the  Indian  Nation  Turn¬ 
pike  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  75,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  the  northern 
border  of  Tulsa  County,  to  points  in 
Nevada  located  on  and  north  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  Nevada-Utah  State 
line  along  Nevada  Highway  25  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  the  Nevada-Califomia 
State  line;  (16)  from  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Nevada  located  on  and 
north  of  a  line  extending  from  the 
Nevada-Utah  State  line  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  95, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  95  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  the  Nevada -California 
State  line. 

(U)  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hop¬ 
per  vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
located  on  and  east  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  20,  thence  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to 
the  Indian  Nation  Turnpike,  thence  along 
the  Indian  Nation  Turnpike  to  the  Okla- 
homa-Texas  State  line,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  located  In  and  north  of  Mesa,  Gar¬ 
field,  Eagle,  Summit,  Clear  Creek,  Arapa¬ 
hoe  and  Washington  Counties  and  points 


in  Jefferson  County  located  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  points  in  Kit  Car- 
son  County  located  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  24;  (2)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  to  points  in  Kansas  located  on  and 
east  of  a  line  extending  from  the  Mis- 
souri-Kansas  State  line  along  the  south¬ 
ern  and  western  borders  of  Johnson 
County  to  the  intersection  of  unnum¬ 
bered  highway,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  higway  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
59,  2  miles  north  of  Pleasant  Grove, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  159,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  159  to  the  Kansas-Nebraska 
State  line;  (3)  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
located  in  and  south  of  Adair,  Cherokee, 
Muskogee,  McIntosh,  Hughes,  Pontotoc, 
Murray,  Carter,  and  Love  Counties,  to 
points  in  Kansas  located  on  and  bordered 
by  a  line  originating  at  the  Kansas-Ne¬ 
braska  State  line  and  extending  along 
Kansas  Highway  63  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  16,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  16  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  75, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  159,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  159  to  the  Kansas-Nebraska 
State  line,  thence  along  the  Kansas-Ne¬ 
braska  State  line  to  the  point  of  origin ; 
(4)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  (except 
those  located  in  Cimarron,  Texas,  Beaver, 
Harper,  Kay  and  Noble  Counties),  to 
points  in  Nebraska  located  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  73  from  the  Missouri 
River  to  the  southern  border  of  Otoe 
County ;  (5)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  east  of  Washington,  Tulsa, 
Okmulgee,  McIntosh,  Pittsburg,  Pushma¬ 
taha,  and  Choctaw  Counties,  to  points  in 
Nebraska  (except  those  located  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  73  from  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  to  the  southern  border  of 
Otoe  County) ;  (V)  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
(1)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  located  in 
and  east  of  Woods,  Major,  Dewey,  Custer, 
Washita,  Kiowa  and  Jackson  Counties, 
to  points  in  Washington;  (2)  from  points 
in  Oklahoma  located  In  Woodward,  Ellis, 
Roger  Mills,  Beckham,  Greer,  and  Har¬ 
mon  Counties,  to  points  in  Washington 
located  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5  from  the  Misqually  River  to  the 
United  States-Canada  Border. 

(W)  Petroleum  products  (except  liquid 
hydrogen  to  missile  storage,  missile 
lanuching  or  test  facilities  or  plants  pro¬ 
ducing  liquid  hydrogen,  except  wax  from 
Stroud  and  except  liquified  petroleum 
gases),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
point  in  Oklahomas  located  in,  west  and 
south  of  Harper,  Woodward,  Major, 
Kingfisher,  Logan,  Payne,  Creek,  Wa¬ 
goner,  Cherokee,  and  Adair  Counties,  and 
points  in  Tulsa  County  located  on  and 
south  of  Oklahoma  Highway  33  (except 
Tulsa,  Allen,  and  Okmulgee,  to  points  In 
Iowa  located  in  and  east  of  Davis,  Wa¬ 
pello,  Keokuk,  Iowa,  Benton,  Buchannan, 
Payette,  and  Winneshiek  Counties;  (X) 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  (1)  from  points  In 
Oklahoma  located  in  and  west  of  Ottawa, 
Craig,  Rogers,  Tulsa,  Creek,  Lincoln, 
Oklahoma,  Canadian,  Caddo,  Kiowa,  and 
Jackson  Counties,  to  points  in  Kentucky 


located  on  and  east  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Ohio  River  along  the  Audubon 
Parkway  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  231, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  65,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line,  to  points  In  Ohio, 
to  points  in  North  Carolina  located  in 
and  east  of  Madison,  Buncombe,  Ruther¬ 
ford,  and  Polk  Counties,  and  to  points 
in  South  Carolina  located  in  and  east  of 
Cherokee,  York,  Lancaster,  Chesterfield, 
Darlington,  Florence,  Marion  and  Horry 
Counties;  (2)  from  points  in  Oklahoma 
located  in,  north  and  west  of  Adair, 
Cherokee,  Muskogee,  Okmulgee,  Okfus¬ 
kee,  Seminole,  Pottawatomie,  McClain, 
Grady,  Comanche,  and  Tillman  Coun¬ 
ties,  to  points  in  Delaware,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia, 
and  to  points  in  Virginia  (except  Lee 
and  Scott  Counties) ;  (3)  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  located  in  and  south  of  Se¬ 
quoyah,  Haskell,  McIntosh,  Hughes, 
Pontotoc,  Garvin,  Stephens,  and  Cotton 
Counties,  to  points  In  Delaware,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
and  Pennsylvania,  to  points  In  Maryland 
(except  those  located  In  Calvert,  St. 
Marys  and  Charles  Counties,  and  points 
in  Prince  Georges  County  located  on 
and  south  of  Maryland  Highway  4),  to 
points  in  Virginia  located  on  and  north 
of  a  line  extending  from  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  of  Virginia  High¬ 
way  7,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway  7 
to  the  Potomac  River  and  to  points  in 
West  Virginia  located  In  Wetzel,  Marion, 
Monongalia,  Preston,  Mineral,  Hamp- 
hire,  Morgan,  Berkeley,  Jefferson,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Ohio,  Brooke,  and  Hancock  Coun¬ 
ties  . 

(Y)  Chemicals  (except  petroleum 
chemicals,  synthetic  resins  and  varnish), 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  to  points  in  Mesnnota;  (Z) 
chemicals,  In  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  ve¬ 
hicles,  (1)  from  points  In  Oklahoma  to 
points  in  Iowa  located  on  and  east  of  a 
line  extending  from  the  Iowa-Missouri 
State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to 
the  Iowa-Minnesota  State  line;  (2)  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  (except  those  lo¬ 
cated  in  Cimarron,  Texas,  Beaver,  Har¬ 
per,  Kay,  and  Noble  Counties) ,  to  points 
in  Iowa  (except  those  points  in  Iowa  de¬ 
scribed  In  (1)  above) ;  (3)  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  located  in  and  west  of  Osage, 
Pawnee,  Payne,  Logan,  Oklahoma, 
Grady,  Comanche,  and  Cotton  Counties, 
to  points  in  Illinois  located  in  and 
north  of  Bond,  Payette,  Clay,  Richland, 
and  Lawrence  Counties,  and  points  in 
Madison  County  located  on  and  north  of 
Illinois  Highway  143;  (4)  from  points  in 
Okalhoma  located  In  and  west  of  No¬ 
wata,  Washington,  Tulsa,  Creek,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Seminole,  Pottawatomie,  McClain, 
Garvin,  Murray,  Carter,  and  Love  Coun¬ 
ties,  to  points  In  Illinois  located  In,  north 
and  east  of  St.  Clair,  Washington,  Perry, 
Franklin,  Williamson,  and  Pope  Counties 
(except  those  points  In  Illinois  described 
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In  (3)  above) ;  (]>)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  located  in  and  west  of  Osage,  Paw¬ 
nee,  Payne,  Logan,  Oklahoma,  Grady, 
Comanche,  and  Cotton  Counties,  to 
points  In  Missouri  located  in  and  north 
of  Cass,  Pettis,  Morgan,  Moniteau,  Cole, 
Callaway,  Montgomery,  Warren,  and 
Lincoln  Counties,  and  points  in  Henry 
County  located  on  and  north  of  Missouri 
Highway  7;  (6)  from  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  located  in  and  west  of  Nowata, 
Washington,  Tulsa,  Creek,  Lincoln,  Sem¬ 
inole,  Pottawatomie,  McClain,  Garvin. 
Murray,  Carter,  and  Love  Comities,  to 
points  In  Missouri  located  in  and  north 
of  Bates,  Henry,  Benton,  Morgan,  Moni¬ 
teau,  Cole,  Callaway,  Montgomery,  War¬ 
ren,  St.  Charles,  and  St.  Louis  Counties 
(except  those  points  in  Missouri  de¬ 
scribed  in  (5)  above) ;  (AA)  liquid  chem¬ 
icals.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  to  points  in  Rhode 
Island;  (BB)  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
or  hopper  vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  to  points  in  Michigan;  (2) 
from  points  in  Oklahoma  located  in  No¬ 
wata,  Creek,  Lincoln,  Oklahoma,  Potta¬ 
watomie,  Cleveland,  McClain,  Grady, 
Garvin,  Comanche,  Stephens,  Jefferson, 
Cotton,  and  Tillman  Counties,  to  points 
in  Minnesota  located  in  and  east  of 
Washington,  Ramsey,  Hennepin,  Sher¬ 
burne,  Benton,  Mille  Lacs,  Crow  Wing, 
Aitkin,  Itasca,  and  Kooching  Counties; 
(3)  from  points  in  Oklahoma  located  in 
and  east  of  Craig,  Rogers,  Tulsa,  Okmul¬ 
gee,  Okfuskee,  Seminole,  Pontotoc,  Mur¬ 
ray,  Carter,  and  Love  Counties,  to  points 
in  Minnesota  located  in  and  east  of  Fill¬ 
more,  Olmsted,  Dodge,  Rice,  Scott,  Car¬ 
ver,  Wright,  Sherburne,  Benton,  Morri¬ 
son,  Cass,  Beltrami,  and  Lake  of  the 
Woods  Comities,  and  St.  Cloud;  (4)  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin. 

(CC)  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  (1)  from 
points  in  Oklahoma  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut;  and  (2)  (DF)  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  located  in,  north  and  west 
of  Delaware,  Mayes,  Wagoner,  Musko¬ 
gee,  McIntosh,  Pittsburg,  Coal,  Johnson, 
and  Marshall  Counties,  to  points  in  Di¬ 
ana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of;  (A)  Law¬ 
rence,  Kans.;  (B)  Joplin,  Mo.;  (C)  Selma, 
Mo.;  (D) ,(E)  Saginaw,  Mo.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof;  (F)  Lawrence, 
Kans.;  (G)  Joplin,  Mo.;  (H)  Selma,  Mo.; 

(1) ,  (J)  Saginaw,  Mo.,  and  points  within 
15  miles  thereof;  (K),  (L),  and  (M) 
Memphis,  Term.;  (N)(l)  Kansas  City, 
Mo.;  (N)  (2)  Kansas  City,  Mo.  and  Mus¬ 
catine,  Iowa;  (N)  (3)  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
Muscatine,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Illinois 
within  the  Dubuque,  Iowa  Commercial 
Zone;  (O)  (1)  Saginaw,  Mo.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof;  (O)  (2)  Kansas 
City,  Mo.;  (P)  (1)  and  (4)  North  Kansas 
City,  Mo.;  (P)  (2)  points  in  Arkansas 
within  the  Memphis,  Term.,  Commercial 
Zone;  (P)  (3)  points  in  Arkansas  within 
the  Memphis,  Term.,  Commercial  Zone, 
and  Birmingham,  Ala.;  (Q)  (1 )  Ottawa, 
Kans.;  (Q)  (2)  Ottawa,  Kans.,  and  Colo¬ 
rado;  (R)  Kansas  City,  Mo.;  (S)  (1)  and 

(2)  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (8)  (3)  Valley  Park, 
Mo.,  a  point  in  the  St.  Louis  Commercial 


Zone;  (T)  (1)  to  (7)  Kansas  City,  Kans. 
(a  point  formerly  known  as  Tinner, 
Kans.);  (T)  (8)  to  (16)  Kansas  City, 
Zone  (a  point  formerly  known  as  Turner, 
Mo. -Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Commercial 
Kans.) ;  (U)  points  that  are  in  both  the 
Olathe,  Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Commercial  Zones  (a  point  formerly 
known  as  Turner,  Kans.) ;  (V)  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  (a  point  formerly  known  as 
Turner,  Kans.) ;  (W)  points  in  Illinois 
that  are  in  the  Alexandria,  Mo..  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone;  (X)  and  (Y)  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Commercial 
Zone  (a  point  formerly  known  as  Tinner, 
Kans.) ;  (Z)  points  that  are  in  both  the 
Olathe,  Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Commercial  Zones  (a  point  formerly 
known  as  Turner,  Kans.) ;  (AA)  points 
that  are  in  both  the  Olathe,  Kans.,  and 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Commercial  Zones 
(a  point  formerly  known  as  Turner, 
Kans.),  and  Muscatine,  Iowa;  (BB)(1) 
points  that  are  in  both  the  Olathe,  Kans., 
and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Commercial 
Zones  (a  point  formerly  known  as  Tur¬ 
ner,  Kans.),  and  the  plantsite  of  Block- 
son  Chemical  Co.,  at  Joliet,  Ill.;  (BB)  (2) 
to  (4)  points  that  are  in  both  the  Olathe, 
Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zones  (  a  point  formerly  known 
as  Turner,  Kans.) ,  and  the  plantsite  of 
Iowa-Guttenberg  Terminal  Inc.,  approxi¬ 
mately  2  miles  south  of  Guttenberg, 
Iowa;  and  (CC)  Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  Commercial  Zone  (a  point 
formerly  known  as  Turner,  Kans.). 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E43)  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
BULK  TRANSPORT  CO.,  818  Grand 
Ave..  P.O.  Box  2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64142.  Applicant’s  representative:  H.  B. 
Foster  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Acids  and  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  products),  in  bulk,  (1)  from  points 
in  Ohio  to  points  in  Missouri  located  in, 
north  and  west  of  Buchanan,  De  Kalb, 
Davies,  Grundy,  Sullivan,  and  Putnam 
Counties;  (2)  from  points  in  Ohio  lo¬ 
cated  in,  north  and  east  of  Paulding, 
Putnam,  Allen,  Hardin,  Logan,  Union, 
Franklin,  Fairfield,  Hocking,  Vinton,  and 
Gallia  Counties,  to  points  in  Missouri  lo¬ 
cated  in  Jackson,  Platte,  Clay,  Clinton, 
Caldwell,  Ray,  Carroll,  Livingston,  Linn, 
Chariton,  Macon,  Adair,  Schuyler,  Scot¬ 
land,  and  Knox  Counties;  (3)  from 
points  in  Ohio  located  in,  north  and  east 
of  Lucas,  Ottawa,  Sandusky,  Huron,  Lo- 
ran,  Medina,  Wayne,  Stark,  and  Colum¬ 
biana  Counties,  to  points  in  Missouri  lo¬ 
cated  in  Jasper,  Barton,  Vernon,  Bates, 
Johnson,  Henry,  St.  Clair,  Cedar,  Dade, 
Hickory,  Benton,  Pettis,  Saline,  Howard, 
Cooper,  Morgan,  Randolph,  Monroe, 
Shelby,  Marion,  Lewis  and  Clark  Coun¬ 
ties;  (4)  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points 
in  Nebraska  and  points  in  Iowa  located 
in  and  east  of  Allamakee,  Clayton,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Jones,  Cedar,  Muscatine,  Louisa, 
Henry,  Van  Buren  Counties;  (5)  from 
points  in  Ohio  located  in,  south  and  east 
of  Lorain,  Ashland,  Richland,  Knox, 


Licking,  Franklin,  Pickaway,  Ross,  Pike, 
and  Scioto  Counties,  to  points  in  Iowa 
located  in  Des  Moines  County  and  to 
points  in  Dubuque,  Jackson,  Clinton,  and 
Scott  Counties  on  and  west  of  U8.  High¬ 
way  61  including  the  Cities  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61;  (6)  from  points  in  Ohio  to 
points  in  South  Dakota  and  Minnesota 
(except  St.  Louis,  Lake,  and  Cook  Coun¬ 
ties)  ,  and  to  points  in  Wisconsin  located 
in  Burnett,  Polk,  St.  Croix,  and  Pierce 
Counties;  (7)  from  points  in  Ohio  lo¬ 
cated  in,  south  and  east  of  Hamilton, 
Warren,  Greene,  Madison,  Franklin, 
Licking,  Knox,  Holmes,  Stark,  Portage, 
and  Trumbull  Counties,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  located  in  St.  Louis,  Lake  and 
Cook  Counties,  and  to  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  located  in  Douglas,  Hayfleld,  Wash¬ 
burn,  Sawyer,  Barron,  Rusk,  Dunn,  Chip¬ 
pewa,  Pepin,  Eau  Claire,  Buffalo,  Trem¬ 
pealeau,  La  Crosse,  Vernon,  and  Craw¬ 
ford  Counties;  (B)  chemicals  (except 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products),  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in 
North  Dakota. 

(C)  Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  (1) 
from  Toledo  and  Swanton,  Ohio,  to  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Kan.;  (2)  from  points  in  Ohio 
to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon  and  Utah;  (3) 
from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington;  (D)  cottonseed  oil  and  soybean 
oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Ohio  to  Jackson,  Miss.;  (E)  cotton¬ 
seed  oil,  soybean  oil,  blends,  and  prod¬ 
ucts  thereof  (except  soap  products  and 
paint),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles;  (1) 
from  points  in  Ohio  to  Dallas,  Tex.;  (2) 
from  points  in  Ohio  to  Osceola,  Ark.;  (F> 
vegetable  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 

(1)  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in 
Louisiana  and  to  points  in  Alabama  lo¬ 
cated  in  Mobile,  Washington,  and  Choc¬ 
taw'  Counties,  and  to  points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi  (except  Monroe,  Itawamba,  Pren¬ 
tiss,  Tishomingo  and  Alcorn  Counties): 

(2)  from  points  in  Ohio  located  in  and 
north  of  Darke,  Miami,  Champaign, 
Union,  Delaware,  Knox,  Coshocton,  Tus¬ 
carawas,  Harrison,  Jefferson  Counties,  to 
points  in  Alabama  located  in  Baldwin, 
Escambia,  Conecuh,  Monroe,  Clarke, 
Wilcox,  Marengo,  Sumter,  Greene,  Pick¬ 
ens,  and  Lamar  Counties,  and  to  points 
in  Mississippi  located  in  Monroe,  Ita¬ 
wamba,  Prentiss,  Tishomingo,  and  Al¬ 
corn  Counties;  (3)  from  points  in  Ohio 
located  in  Williams,  Fulton,  Lucas,  De¬ 
fiance,  and  Henry  Counties,  to  points  in 
Alabama  located  in  Covington,  Butler, 
Lowndes,  Dallas,  Perry,  Hale,  Bibb,  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  and  Fayette  Counties;  (G)  un¬ 
processed  fats,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Ohio  located  in  and  south 
of  Darke,  Shelby,  Logan,  Warren,  Mor¬ 
row,  Richland,  Ashland,  Medina,  Sum¬ 
mit,  Portage,  Trumbull,  Ashtabula  Coun¬ 
ties,  to  Dubuque,  Iowa;  (H)  unprocessed, 
inedible  fats,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
(1)  from  points  in  Ohio  to  Faribault, 
Minn.;  (2)  from  points  in  Ohio  located 
in,  south  and  east  of  Mercer,  Auglaize. 
Allen,  Hancock,  Seneca,  Huron,  and  Erie 
Counties,  to  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul, 
Minn.;  (I)  unprocessed  fats,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to 
points  in  Nevada;  (J)  acids  and  chemi- 
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cals,  in  bulk,  (1)  from  points  in  Ohio 
located  in  and  north  of  Mercer,  Auglaize, 
Hardin,  Marion,  Marrow,  Richland,  Ash¬ 
land,  Wayne,  Stark,  and  Mahoning 
Counties,  to  points  in  Idaho  and  Wyo¬ 
ming,  and  to  points  in  Montana  located 
in,  south  and  west  of  Liberty,  Chouteau, 
Fergus,  Petroleum,  Rosebud,  and  Power 
River,  and  to  points  in  South  Dakota  lo¬ 
cated  in,  south  and  west  of  Lawrence, 
Pennington,  Washabaugh,  and  Bennett 
Counties;  (2)  from  points  in  Ohio  lo¬ 
cated  in  Darke,  Shelby,  Miami,  Logan, 
Champaign,  Clark,  Union,  Madison, 
Delaware,  Franklin,  Pickaway,  Knox, 
Licking,  Fairfield,  Perry.  Morgan,  Musk¬ 
ingum,  Coshocton,  Holmes,  Tuscarawas, 
Guernsey,  Noble,  Monroe,  Belmont,  Har¬ 
rison,  Carroll,  Columbiana,  and  Jeffer¬ 
son  Counties,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  and  Wyoming,  and  to  points  in 
North  Dakota  located  in,  south  and  west 
of  Divide,  Williams,  McKenzie,  Dunn, 
Stark,  Gran,  and  Sioux  Counties,  and  to 
points  in  South  Dakota  located  in,  south 
and  west  of  Corson,  Walworth,  Potter, 
Hyde,  Buff  aloe,  Jerauld,  Aurora,  Davi¬ 
son,  Hutchinson,  and  Yank  town  Coun¬ 
ties;  (3)  from  points  in  Ohio  located  in 
and  south  of  Preble,  Montgomery, 
Greene,  Fayette,  Ross,  Hocking,  Athens, 
and  Washington  Counties,  to  points  in 
Idaho,  Montana,  and  Wyoming,  and  to 
points  in  North  Dakota  located  in,  south 
and  west  of  Renville,  Ward,  McLean, 
Sheridan,  Kidder,  Logan,  and  Dickey 
Counties,  and  to  points  in  South  Dakota 
located  in,  south  and  west  of  Brown, 
Spink,  Clark,  Codington,  and  Deuel 
Counties. 

(K)  Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  (1)  from  points 
in  Ohio  to  points  in  Colorado,  Kansas, 
and  to  points  in  Missouri  located  in  Mc¬ 
Donald,  Newton,  Jasper,  Barton,  Vernon, 
Bates,  Cass,  Jackson,  Clay,  Clinton,  De 
Kalb,  Platte,  Buchanan,  Andrew,  Holt, 
Nodaway,  and  Atchison  Counties,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Toledo  and  Swanton,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Missouri  in  the  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  Commercial  Zone;  (2)  from  points 
in  Ohio  located  south  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30S,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30S 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  75, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30N,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30N  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
the  Ohio-Wyoming  State  line,  to  points 
in  Oklahoma  located  on,  north  and  west 
of  a  line  extending  from  the  Oklahoma - 
Texas  State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  271 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33,  thence  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33  to  the  Oklahoma- 
Arkansas  State  line;  (3)  from  points  in 
Ohio  located  on  and  north  of  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  30S,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30S  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  75,  thence  along  Interstate 


Highway  75  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
30N,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30N  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Ohio-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Oklahoma 
and  points  in  Arkansas  located  on  and 
west  of  a  line  extending  from  the  Arkan- 
sas-Missouri  State  line  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  the  Red  River;  (4)  from  points 
in  Ohio  located  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
40,  .to  points  in  Nebraska  located  in, 
south  and  west  of  Nemaha,  Johnson, 
Gage,  Saline,  Fillmore,  Clay,  Adams, 
Kearney,  Phelps,  Dawson,  Lincoln,  Kieth, 
Garden,  Morrill,  Box  Butte,  and  Sioux 
Counties;  (5)  from  points  in  Ohio  lo¬ 
cated  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  points  in  Nebraska  and  points  in  Iowa 
located  on  and  west  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Iowa-Missouri  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  37,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  37 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  29, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  29  to 
the  Iowa-South  Dakota  State  line;  (L) 
acids  and  liquid  chemicals  (except  those 
derived  from  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
from  points  in  Ohio  located  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  points  in  Texas  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  west  of  Grayson,  Denton, 
Tarrant,  Johnson,  Bosque,  Coryell,  Lam¬ 
pasas,  Burnet,  Blanco,  Kendall,  Bexar, 
Atascosa,  Live  Oak,  Jim  Wells,  and  Nu- 
eses  Counties;  (2)  from  points  in  Indi¬ 
ana  located  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  and  south  of  the  Maumee  River, 
to  points  in  Texas  located  in  and  west  of 
Red  River,  Franklin,  Wood,  Smith,  Cher¬ 
okee,  Houston,  Walker,  Montgomery, 
Waller,  Fort  Bend,  and  Brazoria  Coun¬ 
ties;  (3)  from  points  in  Ohio  located 
north  of  the  Maumee  River  to  points  in 
Texas  located  in  and  west  of  Red  River, 
Morris,  Upshur,  Gregg,  Rusk,  Nacog¬ 
doches,  Angelina,  Polk,  Liberty,  and 
Chambers  Counties  (except  Harris 
County) . 

(M)  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper  vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in  Ohio 
located  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
points  in  Texas  located  in,  west  and 
north  of  Wichita,  Baylor,  Haskell,  Stone¬ 
wall,  Kent,  Scurry,  Howard,  Martin, 
Midland,  Ector,  Crane,  Pecos,  and  Brew¬ 
ster  Counties;  (2)  from  points  in  Ohio 
located  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  40 
(except  williams,  Fulton,  and  Lucas 
Counties) ,  to  points  in  Texas  located  in 
and  west  of  Grayson,  Collin,  Dallas,  Ellis, 
Hill,  McLennan,  Falls,  Milam,  Lee,  Fay¬ 
ette,  Lavaca,  Victoria,  and  Calhoun 
Counties ;  (3)  from  points  in  Ohio  -lo¬ 
cated  in  Williams,  Fulton,  and  Lucas 
Counties,  to  points  in  Texas  located  in 
and  west  of  Lamar,  Delta,  Hopkins, 
Rains,  Van  Zandt,  Henderson,  Freestone, 
Limestone,  Robertson,  Brazos,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Austin,  Wharton,  and  Matagorda 
Counties;  (N)  chemicals  (except  alumi¬ 
num  sulphate  and  rosin  sizing,  benzol, 
benzene,  toluol  and  xylol),  in  bulk,  In 
tank  vehicles,  from  Middletown,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Colorado;  (O)  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  benzol,  benzene,  toluol,  and  xylol), 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Mid¬ 
dletown,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Michigan  lo¬ 


cated  in  and  west  of  Alger  and  Delta 
Counties;  (2)  from  Middletown,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Kentucky  located  in  McCrack¬ 
en,  Graves,  Ballard,  Carlisle,  Hickman, 
and  Fulton  Counties;  (3)  from  Middle- 
town,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Tennessee  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  west  of  Weakley,  Gibson, 
Madison,  Chester,  and  McNairy  Coun¬ 
ties;  (4)  from  Middletown,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Missouri  located  in  and  south 
of  Ste.  Genevieve,  St.  Francois,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Crawford,  Phelps,  Maries,  Cole, 
Moniteau,  Cooper,  Pettis,  Johnson,  Jack- 
son  Counties;  (P)  acetic  acid,  vinegar, 
and  blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Middletown,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Mississippi  located  in  and  south  of 
Washington,  Sharkey,  Yazoo,  Madison, 
Rankin,  Smith,  Jones,  Perry,  and  Greene 
Counties,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  acetic  acid  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
80;  (Q)  agricultural  insecticide  and  ar¬ 
senic  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
from  Middletown,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Texas  (except  Garland  and  Tyler,  Tex., 
and  points  within  10  miles  of  Tyler) ;  (2) 
from  Middletown,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  located  In  and  south  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  Sharkey,  Yazoo,  Madison,  Ran¬ 
kin,  Smith,  Jones,  Perry,  and  Greene 
Counties;  (R)  chemicals  (except  benzol, 
benzene,  toluol,  and  xylol),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Middletown,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  and  Iowa;  and  (S) 
dry  or  liquid  chemicals  (except  benzol, 
benzene,  toluol,  and  xylol),  in  bulk,  from 
Middletown,  Ohio  to  Dallas,  Tex. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of:  (A)  Iowa  City, 
Iowa,  a  point  within  15  miles  of  Wind¬ 
ham,  Iowa;  (B)  Iowa  City,  Iowa,  a  point 
within  15  miles  of  Windham,  Iowa,  and 
Des  Moines,  Iowa;  (C)(1)  Iowa  City, 
Iowa;  (C)  (2)  to  (3)  Iowa  City,  Iowa, 
and  Kansas  City,  Mo., -Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  Commercial  Zone;  (D),  (E),  and 
(F)  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (G)  Champaign, 
Ill.;  (H)  Champaign,  HI.,  and  Dubuque, 
Iowa;  (I)  Champaign,  Ill.,  Dubuque, 
Iowa  and  Nebraska;  (J)  Kansas  City, 
Mo. -Kans as  City,  Kans.,  Commercial 
Zone;  (K)  Olathe,  Kans.,  a  point  in  the 
Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Commercial  Zone;  (L)  Olathe,  Kans.,  a 
point  in  the  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  Commercial  Zone,  and  Law¬ 
rence,  Kans.;  (M)  Olathe,  Kans.,  a  point 
in  the  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  Commercial  Zone  and  Springfield, 
Mo.;  (N)  point  within  40  miles  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.;  (O)  (1)  plantsite  of  Blockson 
Chemical  Co.,  at  or  near  Joliet,  Ill.;  (O) 
(2),  (3),  and  (4)  plantsite  of  Olin 
Mathieson  Chemical  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Ordill,  HI.;  (P)  and  (Q)  plantsite  of  Olin 
Mathieson  Chemical  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Ordill,  HI.,  and  Memphis.  Tenn.;  (R) 
Wyoming,  HI.;  and  (S)  Wyoming,  HI., 
and  Springfield,  Mo. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E45>,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
BULK  TRANSPORT  CO.,  818  Grand 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  2508,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64142.  Applicant’s  representative:  H.  B. 
Foster  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
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to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Cottonseed  oil,  soy¬ 
bean  oil,  and  blends  thereof,  cottonseed 
oil  and  soybean  oil  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Delaware  to  Wilson, 
Ark.,  and  Evadale,  Ark.;  (B)  cottonseed 
oil  and  soybean  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Delaware  to  points 
in  Idaho  and  Washington,  and  to  points 
in  Wyoming  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Colorado-Wyoming  State 
dine  and  extending  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  287  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to 
junction  Wyoming  Highway  789,  thence 
along  Wyoming  Highway  789  to  junction 
Wyoming  Highway  120,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  120  to  the  Montana- 
Wyoming  State  line;  (C)  cottonseed  oil, 
soybean  oil,  and  blends  thereof,  cotton¬ 
seed  oil  and  soybean  oil  products,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Delaware 
to  Carthage,  Mo.;  (D)  soybean  oil. 
In  bulk  from  points  in  Delaware, 
to  points  in  Nevada  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  California- 
Nevada  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  395  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  junction  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  95, 
thence  along  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  95 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  95,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction 
Nevada  Highway  3,  thence  along  Nevada 
Highway  3  to  intersection  with  the  west¬ 
ern  boundary  of  Lyon  County,  thence 
along  the  western  boundary  of  Lyon 
County  to  the  Calif omia-Nevada  State 
line;  (E)  cottonseed  oil  and  soybean  oil, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  points 
in  Delaware  to  Jackson,  Miss.;  (2)  from 
points  in  Delaware  to  Dallas,  Tex.;  (3) 
from  Delaware  to  Osceola,  Ark.;  (P) 
cottonseed  oil,  soybean  oil,  blends,  and 
products  thereof  (except  soap  products 
and  paint),  in  bulk,  in  tanks  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Delaware  to  Dallas,  Tex., 
and  Osceola,  Ark. 

(G)  Vegetable  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Delaware  to 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Mississippi  (ex¬ 
cept  Jackson,  Miss.) ;  (H)  such  fats,  oils, 
products,  and  blends  thereof  as  are  em¬ 
braced  within  chemicals  (except  those 
derived  from  petroleum,  soap  products, 
and  paints) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
from  points  in  Delaware,  except  Kent 
and  Sussex  Counties) ,  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana  located  in,  south,  and  west  of  Lin¬ 
coln,  Sanders,  Lake,  Missoula,  Powell, 
Jefferson,  and  Gallatin  Counties,  and  to 
points  in  Wyoming  located  in  and  west 
of  Park,  Hot  Springs,  Fremont  Counties, 
and  that  part  of  Albany  and  Carbon 
Counties  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Wyoming-Colorado  State  line 
along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287 
to  the  Carbon-Premont  County  line;  (2) 
from  points  in  Delaware  located  in  Kent 
and  Sussex  Counties,  to  points  in  Idaho 
and  points  in  Montana  located  in,  south 


and  west  of  Glacier,  Pondera,  Teton, 
Lewis,  and  Clark,  Meagher,  Wheatland, 
Golden  Valley,  Yellowstone,  and  Big 
Horn  Counties,  and  to  points  in  Wyoming 
located  in  and  west  of  Sheridan,  Johnson, 
Converse,  Platte,  and  Laramie  Counties; 

(1)  such  fats,  oils,  blends,  and  products 
thereof  as  are  embraced  within  chemicals 
(except  those  derived  from  petroleum, 
soap  products,  and  paints),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  and  Utah; 

(2)  from  points  in  Delaware  located  in 
Kent  and  Sussex  Counties,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  points  in  Kansas  located  in  and 
west  of  Norton,  Graham,  Rooks,  Osborne, 
Mitchell,  Cloud,  Clay,  Riley,  Wabaunsee, 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  75,  Shaw¬ 
nee,  Lyon,  Chase,  Butler,  and  Sumner 
Counties,  and  all  of  the  Topeka  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  points  in  Nebraska  located 
in  Scottsbluff,  Banner,  Kimball,  Chey¬ 
enne,  Devel,  Perkins,  Chase,  Dundy, 
Hayes,  Hitchcock,  and  Red  Willow  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  to  points  in  Oklahoma  located 
in,  west,  and  north  of  Grant,  Garfield, 
Major,  Blaine,  Custer,  Washita,  Greer, 
and  Jackson  Counties;  (3)  from  points 
in  Delaware  located  in  New  Castle  Coun¬ 
ty,  to  points  in  Colorado  on  and  west  of 
unnumbered  highway  beginning  at  the 
Wyoming-Colorado  State  line  proceed¬ 
ing  through  Hereford  and  Grover  to 
junction  with  Colorado  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Colorado  Highway  14 
through  New  Raymer  to  junction  with 
Colorado  Highway  52,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  52  to  Morgan  County 
northern  boundary,  thence  along  the 
north  and  eastern  boundaries  of  Morgan, 
Washington,  and  Kit  Carson  Counties,  to 
Kansas -Colorado  State  line,  to  points  in 
Kansas  located  in  and  west  of  Sherman, 
Logan,  Gove,  Ness,  Rush,  Barton,  Staff  - 
ard,  that  portion  of  Reno  County  west 
of  Kansas  Highway  17  Including  the 
Hutchinson  Commercial  Zone,  Pratt,  Ki¬ 
owa,  and  Comanche  Counties,  and  to 
points  in  Oklahoma  located  in  and  west 
of  Harper,  Ellis,  and  Woodward  Counties. 

(J)  Fats  and  oils  (except  those  de¬ 
rived  from  petroleum)  when  intended  for 
use  as  animal  and  poultry  feed  br  in¬ 
gredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Delaware  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas;  and  (K)  such  vinegar,  as  is  em¬ 
braced  within  paint  and  paint  materials, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Delaware  to  points  in  Arkansas.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of:  (A)  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (B) 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  Evadale,  Ark.,  and 
Olathe,  Kans.;  (C)  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and 
Evadale,  Ark.;  (D)  Memphis.  Tenn., 
Evadale,  Ark.,  Carthage,  Mo.,  Redfleld, 
Iowa,  and  Nebraska,  (E),  (P),  and  (G) 
Memphis,  Tenn.;  (H)  points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi  that  are  within  the  Memphis,  Tenn., 
Commercial  Zone  and  Kansas  City, 
Kans.  (a  point  formerly  known  as  Tur¬ 
ner,  Kans.) ;  (I)  (1)  points  in  Mississippi 
that  are  Within  the  Memphis,  Tenn., 
Commercial  Zone  and  the  Kansas  City, 
Mo. -Kansas  City,  Kans.,  Commercial 
Zone  (a  point  formerly  known  as  Turner, 
Kansas.);  (I)  (2)  points  in  Mississippi 


that  are  within  the  Memphis,  Tenn., 
Commercial  Zone  and  points  that  are 
in  both  the  Olathe,  Kans.,  and  Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  Commercial  Zones  (a  point 
formerly  known  as  Turner,  Kans.) ;  and 
(J),  (K)  points  in  Arkansas  that  are 
within  the  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Commercial 
Zone. 

No.  MC  104149  (Sub-No.  El)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  15,  1974,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  January  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  OSBORNE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  518  North  31st,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  Applicant’s  representative:  William 
P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (13)  Iron  and  steel  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  commodities  in  bulk)  in 
minimum  shipments  of  10,000  pounds, 
between  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kentucky, 
on  and  east  of  a  line  commencing  at  the 
Indiana -Kentucky  State  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  60,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  60  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  68,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
68  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  80  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  453,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  453  to  the 
Kentucky -Tennessee  State  line.*  (Plant- 
site  of  Revere  Copper  &  Brass,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Scottsboro,  Ala.)  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  reflect  the 
correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  109064  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  TEX-O-KA-N 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8367,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Clayte  Bin- 
ion,  1108  Continental  Life  Bldg.,  Port 
Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  or  in  connection  with 
the  construction,  operation,  repair,  serv¬ 
icing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
pipelines,  other  than  pipelines  used  for 
the  transmission  of  natural  gas,  petro¬ 
leum,  their  products,  by-products,  water, 
or  sewerage,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  moving  to  or  from 
pipeline  rights-of-way:  (1)  between 
points  in  Louisiana,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Utah,  and 
Montana,  and  points  in  Lea  and  Eddy 
Counties,  N.  Mex.;  and  (2)  between 
points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Colorado,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Utah,  and  Montana,  and  points  in 
Lea  and  Eddy  Counties,  N.  Mex.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Texas  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  El  Paso,  Texas, 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to 
Dallas,  Texas,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  175  to  Jacksonville,  Texas,  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  the 
Texas -Louisiana  State  line. 
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No.  MC  109064  Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  TEX-O-KA-N 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
3301  S.E.  Loop  820,  P.O.  Box  8367,  Port 
Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Ciayte  Binion,  1108  Continen¬ 
tal  Life  Building,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier ,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Earth  Drilling  ma¬ 
chinery,  and  equipment,  and  machinery, 
materials,  equipment,  supplies  and  pipe 
incidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with  (a)  the  transportation,  installation, 
removal,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  drill¬ 
ing  machinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the 
completion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c) 
the  production,  storage,  and  transmission 
of  commodities  resulting  from  drilling 
operations  at  well  or  hold  sites,  and  (d) 
the  injection  or  removal  of  commodities 
into  or  from  holes  or  wells:  (1)  between 
points  in  Louisiana,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Utah,  and 
Montana,  and  points  in  Lea  and  Eddy 
Counties,  N.  Mex.;  and  (2)  between 
points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Colorado, 
Wyoming,  Utah,  and  Montana,  and 
points  in  Lea  and  Eddy  Counties,  N.  Mex. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Texas  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  El  Paso, 
Texas,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80  to  Dallas,  Texas,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  175  to  Jacksonville.  Texas, 
and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  line. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E138)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  30,  1974.  Published 
in  the  Federal  Register  October  30, 1975 
and  January  14,  1976.  Applicant:  IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
2450  Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn. 
55901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  E.  MiUer,  502  First  Natl  Bank 
Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (I)  Tractors,  (except  trac¬ 
tors  with  vehicle  beds,  bed  frames,  or 
fifth  wheels) ,  utility  trailers,  designed  to 
transport  tractors  other  than  truck  trac¬ 
tors,  road  construction  machinery  and 
equipment,  earth  moving,  excavating 
and  loading  machinery,  and  parts  and 
attachments  for  aU  of  the  above  com¬ 
modities  when  transported  at  the  same 
time  and  in  the  same  vehicle  therewith, 
restricted  in  aU  of  the  above  to  com¬ 
modities,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
provided  that  the  loading  and/or  un¬ 
loading  which  necessitates  the  special 
equipment  is  performed  by  the  consign¬ 
or  or  consignee,  or  both;  and  related 
machinery  parts  moving  in  connection 
therewith  and  *  •  •  (b)  (1)  from  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
150,  points  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line  and  extending  along*  Kentucky 
Highway  61  to  Junction  Kentucky 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Kentucky 


Highway  80  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line,  to 
points  in  Arizona.  The  purpose  of  this 
partial  correction  is  to  reflect  the  cor¬ 
rect  destination  points  and  to  modify  the 
above  commodity  description.  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  letter-notice  is  to  remain 
the  same  as  previously  published.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair  Ave¬ 
nue,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  62201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  containers:  (1)  from  points  in 
Michigan  to  points  in  Arkansas  and  Ok¬ 
lahoma  (El  Paso,  HI.,  and  East  St.  Louis, 
HI.*);  (2)  from  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  (El  Paso,  HI.  and  East  St.  Louis, 
Ill.*);  (3)  from  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  (El  Paso,  HI.*) ;  (4)  from  points  in 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  to 
points  in  Nebraska  and  points  In  Iowa  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa- 
Minnesota  State  line  and  extending 
along  Iowa  Highway  38  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  218,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  218  to  the  Iowa-H- 
linois  State  line  (El  Paso,  HI.*) ;  (5)  from 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Michigan- Wisconsin  State  line  and 
extending  along  Michigan  Highway  35  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  41  to  Marquette,  Michigan, 
to  points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Iowa  State 
line  and  extending  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  116  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
74,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  74 
to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line.  (El 
Paso,  HI.*) ;  (6)  from  points  in  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  of 
Interstate  Highway  96,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  96  to  Detroit,  Michi¬ 
gan,  to  points  in  Minnesota  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Min¬ 
nesota -Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  94,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  94  to  the  Minnesota- Wis¬ 
consin  State  line.  (El  Paso,  HI.*). 

(7)  From  points  in  the  Lower  Pen¬ 
insula  of  Michigan  to  points  in  Illinois 
on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Hlinois-Iowa  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Hllnois  Highway  116  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  64,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  64  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  57,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  57  to  the  Illinols- 


Kentucky  State  line  (El  Paso,  Ill.*) ;  (8) 
from  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Michigan- Wisconsin  State  line  and 
extending  along  Michigan  Highway  35  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Marquette,  Michigan, 
to  points  in  Tennessee  (El  Paso,  Ill.  and 
Oglesby,  HI.*);  (9)  from  points  in  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mich¬ 
igan- Wisconsin  State  line  and  extending 
along  UB.Highway  141  to  junction  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  95,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  95  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
69  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  2,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  the  Michigan- 
Wisconsin  State  line,  to  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  81,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
81  to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State 
line  (El  Paso,  HI.*).  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E36>,  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair  Ave¬ 
nue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI.  63201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Chemicals,  in  containers,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Missouri 
and  Nebraska  (El  Paso,  HI.,  and  points 
within  5  miles  thereof)  *;  (2)  chemicals, 
in  containers,  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Oklahoma  (El  Paso,  Ill.,  and 
points  within  5  miles  thereof;  and  East 
St.  Louis,  HI.)*;  (3)  chemicals,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  on,  north  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Minnesota- 
Iowa  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  94,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
94  to  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  State  line, 
and  points  in  Illinois  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Wisconsin 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  146, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  146  to  the 
Hlinois-Missouri  State  line  (El  Paso,  Ill., 
and  points  within  5  miles  thereof)  *;  (4) 
chemicals,  in  containers,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  on,  east  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  York 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  144, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  144 
to  junction  U.S.  220,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  the  Pennsylvania-  Mary¬ 
land  State  line,  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
(El  Paso,  HI.,  and  points  within  5  miles 
thereof)*;  (5)  chemicals,  in  containers, 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  on,  south 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn- 
sylvania-Ohio  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  81,  thence  along  In- 
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terstate  Highway  81  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line,  to  points  in  the  Up¬ 
per  Peninsula  of  Michigan  on,  west  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mlchi- 
gan-Wisconsin  State  line  and  extending 
along  Michigan  Highway  95  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  69,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  69  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
2  to  the  Michigan- Wisconsin  State  line 
(El  Paso,  Ill.,  and  points  within  5  miles 
thereof)*;  (6)  chemicals,  in  containers, 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Turnpike,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Turnpike  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  202, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  202  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line,  to 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  45  (El  Paso,  HI.,  and  points 
within  5  miles  thereof)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
Indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E38),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair  Ave¬ 
nue,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  62201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chem¬ 
icals,  in  containers,  (1)  from  points  in 
Tennessee  (except  Memphis  and  points 
within  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission) ,  to  points  in  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  points  in  Iowa  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  34,  points  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Mlchigan-Wiscon- 
sin  State  line  and  extending  along  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  35  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to 
Cooper  Harbor,  Mich.,  and  points  in 
Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Illlnois-Iowa  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  74,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  74  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  55,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  17,  thence  along  Hllnois  High¬ 
way  17  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  114, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  114  to  the 
Illinois-Indiana  State  line  (El  Paso, 
Ill.*). 

(2)  Prom  points  in  Tennessee  on, 
north  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Tennessee-Missouri  State  line  and 
extending  along  Tennesse  Highway  20  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  the  Tennessee-Missis- 
sippi  State  line,  to  points  in  Nebraska 
on,  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Nebraska-Iowa  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  83,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  83  to 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  (El  Paso, 
HI.*);  (3)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line  and  extend¬ 


ing  along  Tennessee  Highway  42  to  junc¬ 
tion  Tennessee  Highway  111,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  111  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  the  Tennessee -Georgia 
State  line,  to  points  in  Missouri  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri- 
Iowa  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  136  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  6.  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  6  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  136, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  the 
Missouri-Nebraska  State  line  (El  Paso, 
Ill.*).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair  Av¬ 
enue,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  62201.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis¬ 
ley,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Chemicals,  in  containers:  (1)  from  points 
in  Ohio,  to  points  in  Kansas  and  points 
in  Oklahoma  on,  north  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Oklahoma-Arkan- 
sas  State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line  (El  Paso, 
HI.,  and  East  St.  Louis,  m.*) ;  (2)  from 
points  in  Ohio,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
Nebraska  and  Iowa.  (El  Paso,  HI.*) ;  (3) 
from  points  in  Ohio  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  38,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  38  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  the  Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line,  to  points  in  Arkansas  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  167.  (El  Paso, 
Ill.,  and  East  St.  Louis.  HI.*) ;  (4)  from 
points  in  Ohio,  to  points  in  Wisconsin  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wis- 
consin-IUinols  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  27,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  the  Wisconsin-Michi- 
gan  State  line.  (El  Paso,  HI.*) ;  (5)  from 
points  in  Ohio,  to  points  in  Missouri  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Missouri-Hlinois  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  19,  thence  along 
Missouri  Highway  19  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
54  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Missouri- 
Arkansas  State  line.  (El  Paso,  HI.*) . 

(6)  Prom  point  in  Ohio  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  8,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  8  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction 


U.S.  Highway  30-S,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30-S  to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line  to  points  in  Missouri.  (El  Paso,  HI.* ) ; 
(7)  from  points  in  Ohio  on,  south  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Erie  and 
extending  along  Ohio  Highway  535  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  44,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  44  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  76,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  76  to  junction  Intersection 
Highway  71,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  on,  north  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Illinois- Wisconsin  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  136,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  136  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24 
to  the  Illinois-Missouri  State  line.  (El 
Paso,  HI.*) ;  (8)  from  points  In  Ohio  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  76.  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  76  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  224,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
224  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  18, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  18  to  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  to  points  in  Hli- 
nois  on,  south  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Illinois-Missouri  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  24,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  136,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  136  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  55,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  64,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  64  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  57,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
57  to  the  Hlinois-Kentucky  State  line. 
(El  Paso,  HI.* ) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated 
by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair 
Avenue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  in  containers,  (1)  from 
points  in  Nebraska,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  and  points  in  the  Lower  Pen¬ 
insula  of  Michigan  (El  Paso,  HI.*);  (2) 
from  points  in  Nebraska  on,  west  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebras¬ 
ka-Kansas  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  4,  thence  along  Nebraska 
Highway  4  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  83,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  83  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  26  to  the  Nebraska-Wyo- 
ming  State  line,  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Wiscons in-Illinois  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  junc- 
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tion  U.S.  Highway  151,  thence  along  UJEL 
Highway  151  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  55,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  55  to  the  Wis- 
consin-Michigan  State  line  (El  Paso, 

m.*>. 

(3)  From  points  hi  Nebraska  on,  west 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  the  Nebraska- 
Iowa  State  line,  to  points  in  Tennessee 
on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  65. 
(El  Paso,  Ill.  and  Oglesby,  HI.*);  (4) 
from  points  in  Nebraska  on,  north  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska- 
Iowa  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  73  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  281,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  281  to  the  Nebraska-Kansas 
State  line,  to  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinois- 
Kentucky  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
55,  to  Chicago,  Illinois.  (El  Paso,  Ill.*); 
(5)  from  points  in  Nebraska  on  and  west 
of  a  U.S.  Highway  385,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  on,  east  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Missouri-Illinois  State  line 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
55  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  57, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  57  to 
the  Missouri-Illinois  State  line.  (El  Paso, 
Hi.*).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair 
Avenue,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  62201.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001/  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes-,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  in  containers:  (1)  from 
points  in  Minnesota,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
West  Virginia  and  Kentucky;  (El  Paso, 
Ill.*);  (2)  from  points  in  Minnesota  on, 
west  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Minnesota -Iowa  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UJ5.  Highway  65  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  94,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  94  to  the  Minnesota  - 
Wisconsin  State  line,  to  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (El  Paso,  Ill.*) ;  (3)  from  points 
in  Minnesota,  to  points  in  Indiana  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  24  (El  Paso, 
Ill.*);  (4)  from  points  in  Minnesota  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Min¬ 
nesota -Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  73,  thence  along 
Minnesota  Highway  73  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  53,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
53  to  the  International  Boundary  Line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
to  points  in  Arkansas  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Missouri 
State  line  and  extending  along  05. 
Highway  63  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 


67,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  167  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  30,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  30  to  the  Ar- 
kansas-Texas  State  line  (El  Paso,  HI. 
and  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.*). 

(5)  Prom  points  in  Minnesota  on, 
west  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Minnesota  -  Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  UJS.  Highway  65  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  94,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  94  to  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line,  to  points  in  Michigan 
on,  south  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Lake  Michigan  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  94  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  96, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  96  to 
Detroit  (El  Paso,  Ill.*) ;  (6)  from  points 
in  Minnesota  to  points  in  Missouri  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  67  (El  Paso,  Ill.*) ; 
(7)  from  points  in  Minnesota,  to  points 
in  Illinois  on,  east  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line 
and  extending  along  UJS.  Highway  24  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along 
UJS.  Highway  51  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  55,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
70  to  the  Hlinois-Missouri  State  line  (El 
Paso,  HI.*);  (8)  from  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota,  to  points  in  Tennessee  (El  Paso, 
HI.  and  Oglesby,  Ill.*).  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair  Ave¬ 
nue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Applicant's 
representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
11th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
in  containers:  (1)  from  points  in  New 
York,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas  and 
Oklahoma  (El  Paso,  HI.  and  East  St. 
Louis,  HI.*) ;  (2)  from  points  in  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (El  Paso,  HI.*) ;  (3)  from  points 
in  Iowa  on,  south  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Iowa-Hlinois  State  line 
and  extending  along  Iowa  Highway  38  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along 
UJ3.  Highway  30  tod  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  218,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  218 
to  the  Iowa -Minnesota  State  line,  to 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  (El  Paso,  HI.*);  (4)  from  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  south  of  Iowa  Highway  2,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wisconsln-Hlinois  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
26  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  16,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  Junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  73,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  73  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  22,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  22  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
55  to  the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line 
(El  Paso,  HI.*) ;  (5)  from  points  in  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  24  (El  Paso,  HL*). 


(6)  From  points  in  Iowa  on,  north  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wiscon- 
s in-Iowa  State  line  and  extending  along 
UJS.  Highway  61  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  to  the  Iowa-Hlinois  State 
line,  to  points  in  Missouri  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri- 
Illinois  State  line  and  extending  along 
Missouri  Highway  72  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  34,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  the  Missouri-Kansas 
State  line  (El  Paso,  HI.*);  (7)  from 
points  in  Iowa  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  34,  to  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-Kentueky  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  24,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  24  to  the  Tennessee - 
Georgia  State  line  (El  Paso,  HI.,  and 
Oglesby,  m.*);  (8)  from  points  in  Iowa 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  61,  to  points 
in  Arkansas  (El  Paso,  HI.  and  East  St. 
Louis,  HI.*) ;  (9)  from  points  in  Iowa  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  61,  to  points  in 
Oklahoma  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Oklahoma-Missouri  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  44  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
40  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line 
(El  Paso,  HI.  and  East  St.  Louis,  HI.*) ; 
(10)  from  points  in  Iowa  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa-Hlinois 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  13,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  13  to  junction  U.8.  High¬ 
way  18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  the  Iowa-Nebraska  State  line,  to 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  minois-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  74  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  55,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70  to  the  Hlinois-Missouri  State  line 
(El  Paso,  ni.*). 

(11)  From  points  in  Iowa  on,  west  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Iowa- 
Missouri  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
the  Iowa-Nebraska  State  line,  to  points  in 
Illinois  on,  north  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
74  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  55, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
Lake  Michigan  (El  Paso,  HI.*).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL.  41,  NO.  43— WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  10,  1974 


NOTICES 


10289 


No.  MC  117416  (Sub-No.  E6)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  4,  1974.  APPLICANT: 
NEWMAN  &  PEMBERTON,  2007  Univer¬ 
sity  Ave.  NW.,  Knoxville,  Tenn.  37921. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  919  18th  St.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods,  (1)  from  Indianapo¬ 
lis,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  points  in 
Scott,  Wise,  Dickerson,  Russell,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Grayson,  Smythe,  Wythe,  Car- 
roll,  Patrick,  Henry,  Pittsylvania,  Hali¬ 
fax,  Mecklenburg,,  Brunswick,  Lee, 
Greensville,  South  Hampton,  Isles  of 
Wight,  and  Nansemond  Counties,  Va., 
and  Norfolk,  Va.,  points  in  Alabama  on 
or  south  of  U.S.  Highway  80;  points  in 
Jones,  Forrest,  Wayne,  Perry,  Greene, 
Stone,  George,  Jackson,  Harrison,  Han¬ 
cock,  Pearl,  and  Lamar  Counties,  Miss., 
and  those  points  in  that  part  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  on  or  south  to  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Mississippl-Louislana  State  line,  at 
or  near  Bogalusa,  thence  along  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  10  to  Franklinton,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  16  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  190,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  190  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to 
junction  Louisiana  Highway  82,  at  or 
near  Abbeyville,  thence  south  on  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  82  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  333,  thence  along  South  on  Lou¬ 
isiana  Highway  333  to  the  Gulf  of  Mex¬ 
ico:  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Newport  of  Knox¬ 
ville  or  Tellico  Plains,  Tenn.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  reflect  an 
omission  in  publication  of  August  20, 
1974. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  APPLICANT:  BEAVER 
TRANSPORT,  CO.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleas¬ 
ant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  11th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dairy  Prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Section  B  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  from  points  in  Wisconsin,  to 
points  in  Kentucky  (except  Louisville). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Pana,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  E42)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  January  29,  1975,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1975.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPE¬ 
CIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer 
L,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jean  Holmes  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
metallic  grindings,  and  shavings,  resi¬ 
due,  dross,  slag,  concentrates,  oxides, 
and  spent  nickel  catalyst,  which  are  em¬ 
braced  within  ferro-chrome,  ferro- 
chrome  silicon,  ferro-silicon,  silicon- 
manganese,  ferro-manganese,  silicon 
metal  and  scrap  Iron  for  remelting  pur¬ 


poses  only  (except  liquid  chemicals,  in 
bulk.  In  tank  vehicles) :  (25)  From 
points  in  California  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Califomia-Nevada 
State  *line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  California  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  California  Highway 
20  to  a  terminus  at  Noyo,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Louisiana  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Louisiana-Arkansas  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  65 
to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  15, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  15  to 
junction  Louisiana  Highway  1,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  1  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  20  to  junction  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  24,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  24  to  Houma,  La. 

(34)  From  points  in  Florida  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Cocoa,  Fla., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  its  ter¬ 
minus  at  Key  West,  Fla.,  to  Walls,  Miss; 
(97)  from  points  in  Indiana  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Illinois-Iowa  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  10,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  10  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  65,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  421,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  its  terminus  at  Michi¬ 
gan  City,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  Alter¬ 
nate  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the 
Georgia -Tennessee  State  line;  (165) 
from  points  in  Missouri  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Missouri  State  line  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
63  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  72, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  72  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  a  terminus  at  Cape 
Girardfeau,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Maryland -Pennsylvania  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line. 

(172)  From,  points  in  Nebraska  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  commencing  at 
the  Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line 
on  U.S.  Highway  385,  thence  south  on 
U.S.  Highway  385  to  junction  Nebraska 
State  Highway  2,  thence  southeast  on 
Nebraska  State  Highway  2  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  281,  thence  south  on  U.S. 
Highway  281  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
34,  thence  east  on  U.S.  Highway  34  to 
Lincoln,  Nebraska,  thence  south  and  east 
of  Nebraska  State  Highway  2  to  the 
Iowa-Nebraska  State  line  to  points  in 
Connecticut;  (173)  from  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Nebraska -South  Dakota 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
38  to  junction  Nebraska  Highway  2, 


thence  along  Nebraska  Highway  2  to  the 
Nebraska-Iowa  State  line  to  points  in 
Delaware;  (203)  from  points  in  New 
York  to  points  in  Kansas  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas - 
Nebraska  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  283  to  Junction  Kansas  High¬ 
way  9,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  9 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  the  Kansas-Missouri 
State  line;  (207)  from  points  in  Ohio  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Union 
City,  Ohio,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
47  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  4,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  4  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30S,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30S  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  43,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
43  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  line  to 
points  in  Alabama  on  and  west  of  a  line 
commencing  at  the  Alabama-Tennessee 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
43  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  78,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  78  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  31,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
31  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Montgomery. 
Ala.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  331  to 
the  Alabama-Florida  State  line. 

(215)  From  points  in  Ohio  to  points 
in  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Mississippi-Tennessee  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  45 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  70,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  22,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
79  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  641,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  641  to  the  Tennes- 
see-Kentucky  State  line;  (220)  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania - 
New  York  State  line  on  U.S.  Highway  209, 
thence  southwest  on  U.S.  Highway  209  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  611, 
thence  south  on  Pennsylvania  Highway 
611  to  a  terminus  at  or  near  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  to  Evansville,  Indiana:  (221) 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  commencing  at  the 
Delaware-Pennsylvania  State  line  on 
Pennsylvania  State  Highway  82,  thence 
north  on  Pennsylvania  State  Highway 
82  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  east  on  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence 
northeast  on  U.S.  Highway  1  to  the  New 
Jersey-Pennsyl vania  State  line  to  Payne, 
Iowa;  (222)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  commencing 
at  the  Pennsylvania-West  Virginia  State 
line  on  U.S.  Highway  19,  thence  north 
on  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
thence  east  on  U.S.  Highway  22  to  the 
Junction  of  U.S.  Highway  119,  thence 
north  on  U.S.  Highway  119  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  219,  thence  north 
on  U.S.  Highway  219  to  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line  to  points  in 
Kansas  on,  south  and  west  of  a  line  com¬ 
mencing  at  Kansas  City,  Kansas,  thence 
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west  on  Interstate  Highway  70  to  the 
.1  unction  of  UJS.  Highway  183,  thence 
north  on  UB.  Highway  183  to  the 
Kansas-Nebraska  State  line. 

(223)  Pram  points  in  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  a  line  commencing  at  Erie, 
Pa.,  thence  south  on  U.S.  Highway  19  to 
the  junction  of  Pennsylvania  State  High¬ 
way  51,  thence  south  on  Pennsylvania 
State  Highway  51  to  the  junction  of  UJS. 
Highway  40,  thence  southeast  on  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  the  Pennsylvania-Mary- 
land  State  line  to  points  in  Kentucky 
on  and  west  of  a  line  commencing  at 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  on 
U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41,  thence  north 
on  UJS.  Highway  Alternate  41  to  the 
junction  of  Kentucky  State  Highway  91, 
thence  north  on  Kentucky  State  High¬ 
way  91  to  the  Kentucky-Illinois  State 
line;  (224)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  east  of  a  line  commencing  at  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line  on 
UJS.  Highway  15,  thence  south  on  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  south  on  UJS.  Highway  11 
to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State 
line  to  points  in  Missouri  on,  south  and 
west  of  a  line  commencing  at  St.  Joseph, 
Missouri,  thence  south  on  Interstate 
Highway  29  to  Kansas  City,  Missouri, 
thence  east  on  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
Columbia,  Missouri,  thence  south  on  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  the  Junction  of  Missouri 
State  Highway  68,  thence  south  on  Mis¬ 
souri  State  Highway  68  to  the  junction 
Missouri  State  Highway  8,  thence  east  on 
Missouri  State  Highway  8  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  south 
on  U.S.  Highway  67  to  the  junction  of 
Missouri  State  Highway  32,  thence  east 
on  Missouri  State  Highway  32  to  the 
Missouri -Ulinois  State  line;  (227)  from 
points  in  South  Carolina  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  76  to  Junction  UJ3. 
Highway  1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  the  South  Carolina-North  Carolina 
State  line  to  points  in  Illinois. 

(248)  Prom  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennes- 
see-Kentucky  State  line  extending  along 
UJ3.  Highway  41A  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  79,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45E,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45E  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  45  to 
the  Tennessee-Mississippi  State  line  to 
points  in  New  Jersey;  (259)  from  points 
in  Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Corpus  Chris ti,  Tex.,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  37  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
9  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  281,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  281  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35E,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35E  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  30,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  the 
Texas -Arkansas  State  line  to  points  of 
Rossville  and  Blairsville,  Ga.;  (286)  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 


the  Kansas -Missouri  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Missouri  Highway  18  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  7.  thence  along 
Missouri  Highway  7  to  junction  UJ3. 
Highway  66,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
66  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  8, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  8  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.8.  Highway  67,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  67  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  32,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
32  to  a  terminus  at  Ste.  Genevieve,  Mo.; 
and  •  •  •  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  the  Pittsburgh  Metallurgical  Com¬ 
pany  at  or  near  Calvert  City,  Ky.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  reflect  the 
correct  descriptions.  The  remainder  of 
the  letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  E132)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  .  filed  January  29, 1975,  and  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  Septem¬ 
ber  4,  1975.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPE¬ 
CIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer 
L,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jean  Holmes  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fibre- 
board,  Pulpboard,  strawboard  (restricted 
to  commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  their  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment) ; 
(4)  from  points  In  Ohio  (except  Colum¬ 
bus)  to  points  In  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cal¬ 
ifornia,  Idaho,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington;  (20)  from 
Olney,  HI.,  and  points  in  Illinois  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Illinois-Iii diana  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  130,  thence  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  130  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  1  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  145,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  145  to  Junction  UJ3. 
Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
45  to  a  terminus  at  Brookport,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Kansas  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado-Kan- 
sas  State  line  extending  along  Kansas 
Highway  96,  to  junction  Kansas  High¬ 
way  27.  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  27 
to  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State  line;  (31) 
from  points  in  Illinois  on,  east,  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinois- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  74  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  150,  thence  along  U8.  Highway 
150  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  130, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  130  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  15,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  15  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  37.  thence  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  37  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  13  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  149, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  149  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  3  to  a  terminus  at 
Chester,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Nevada. 

(36)  From  points  in  Illinois  to  points 
In  North  Carolina  on,  south,  and  east  of 


a  line  beginning  at  Point  Harbor,  N.C., 
thence  east  and  south  on  U.S.  Highway 
158  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  264,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  264  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  40, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
junction  US.  Highway  23,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  the  North  Carolina- 
Georgia  State  line;  (100)  from  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Illinois-Kentucky  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  121,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  121  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  641,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway 
641  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line  to  Westboro,  Mo.;  (113)  from  Mid- 
dlesboro,  Ky.,  and  points  in  Kentucky 
bounded  on  the  north  by  Illinois  and 
Indiana,  bounded  cm  the  south  by  Ten¬ 
nessee,  bounded  on  the  west  by  U.S. 
Highway  45.  and  bounded  on  the  east  by 
a  line  beginning  at  Owensboro.  Ky., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green,  Ky.,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  80  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  along  Kentucky  90  to 
Albany,  Ky..  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
UB.  Highway  127  to  the  Kentucky-Ten¬ 
nessee  State  line  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
(except  points  in  Brown.  Manitowoc, 
Marinette,  Forest,  and  Ocontoc  Coun¬ 
ties)  ;  (115)  from  points  in  Ohio  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  71  to  junction  UJS.  Highway 
224,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  224  to 
Findlay,  Ohio,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  47 
thence  along  Ohlp  Highway  47  to  the 
Indiana-Ohk)  State  line  (except  Colum¬ 
bus)  to  points  in  Colorado)  •. 

(146)  From  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennes¬ 
see -Kentucky  State  line  extend  big  along 
U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  junction  UJS.  Highway 
45E,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45E  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  18.  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  18  to  the  Tennessee-Mississippi 
State  line  to  points  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  (159)  from  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
tiie  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence 
along  UJ3.  Highway  31  to  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line  to  points  In  New 
Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  to  Henderson,  Ky. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  re¬ 
flect  the  correct  description  points.  The 
remainder  of  the  letter-notice  is  to  re¬ 
main  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  119864  (Sub-  No.  E20>,  filed 
May  31.  1974.  Applicant:  CRAIG 

TRANSPORTATION  CO..  26699  Eckel 
Road,  Perrysburg,  Ohio  43551.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Dale  K.  Craig 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tans  port¬ 
ing:  Meat*  and  packinghouse  products, 
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as  described  in  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Description  in  Motor  Carrier  Certif¬ 
icates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  restricted 
to  food  products  and  dairy  products 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Michigan  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana -Michigan  State 
line  and  extending  along  Michigan  High¬ 
way  103  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  to 
junction  Michigan  Highway  40  to  Lake 
Michigan,  to  Fremont,  Ohio,  restricted  to 
shipments  moving  from,  to  or  between 
plants,  warehouses,  or  other  facilities  of 
food  manufacturing  and  dairy  establish¬ 
ments.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ft.  Wayne,  Ind. 

No.  MC  119864  (Sub-No.  E43),  filed 
May  23,  1974.  Applicant:  CRAIG 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  26699  Eckel 
Road,  Perrysburg,  Ohio  43551.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Dale  K.  Craig 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dairy  products,  canned  goods,  pack¬ 
inghouse  products  and  by-products,  re¬ 
stricted  to  frozen  foods,  from  LaPorte, 
Ind.  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Illinois. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  E116),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  GREAT  WEST¬ 
ERN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1384,  Lufkin,  Tex.  75902.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  E.  Kinard,  201  W.  Com¬ 
merce  St.,  Dallas,  Tex.  75208.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Printed  advertising 
matter,  and  (2)  newspaper  supplements 
otherwise  exempt  from  economic  regu¬ 
lation  under  section  203(b)  (7)  of  the  Act 
when  transported  in  mixed  loads  with 
printed  advertising  matter,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
181,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  181  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  points  in  Rhode 
Island.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Montgomery 
County,  Kans. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E236),  filed 
July  19,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  L.  Loftus 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Mirrors,  flat  glass,  glass  doors  and 
fittings  when  used  as  a  building  material, 
from  Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Minnesota  in  and  east  of  Kittson, 
Marshall,  Beltrami,  Clearwater,  Hub¬ 
bard,  Cass,  Morrison,  Stearns,  Wright, 
Carver,  Scott,  Rice,  Dodge,  and  Mower 
Counties,  Minn.  Restriction:  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  Rubin  Glass  &  Mirror 
Co.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Warren,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126715  (Sub-No.  E2) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 


SERVICE,  6395  SE.  Alberta  Street, 
Portland,  Oregon  97206.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  D.  Crew,  620  Blue 
Cross  Bldg.,  Portland,  Oregon  97201.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  between  those  poinfs  in  Washington 
west  of  the  summit  of  the  Cascade  Moun¬ 
tain  Range,  and  Clatsop,  Columbia, 
Tillamook,  Washington,  Multnomah, 
Hood  River,  Yamhill,  Clackamas,  Polk, 
Marion,  Lincoln,  Benton,  and  Linn  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  in  Camas,  Blaine,  Lincoln, 
Minidoka,  Cassia,  Power,  Bannock,  and 
Oneida  Counties,  Idaho.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Linnton,  Portland,  and  Willbridge,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  127539  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKER  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  SERVICE,  INC.,  3533 
East  11th  Street,  Tacoma,  Washing¬ 
ton  98421.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere  P.S.,  Suite  101, 
130  Andover  Park,  East  Seattle,  Wash. 
98188.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
fruits,  frozen  berries,  frozen  vegetables, 
and  frozen  potato  products  (1)  from 
points  in  Washington  (except  points  in 
Grays  Harbor,  Pacific,  Wahkiakum, 
Cowlitz,  Clark,  Skamania,  Klickitat, 
Columbia,  Garfield,  Asotin,  and  Whit¬ 
man  Comities,  Wash.),  to  points  In 
Oregon,  Restriction:  The  service  author¬ 
ized  above  is  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries, 
and  frozen  vegetables  from  Walla  Walla, 
Wash.,  to  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  from 
King  and  Pierce  Counties,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Oregon  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  97.  (Adams,  Benton, 
Franklin,  Grant,  King,  Pierce  and  Walla 
Walla  Counties,  Wash.)*;  (2)  from 
points  in  Washington  (except  Yakima 
County),  to  points  in  California,  (points 
in  Adams,  Benton,  Franklin,  Grant,  and 
Walla  Walla  Counties,  Wash.)*;  (3) 
from  points  in  Yakima  County,  Wash., 
to  points  in  California  (Albany,  Ore.)* 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  marked  with  asterisks. 

No.  MC  128007  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOFER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  583,  Pittsburgh,  Kansas  66762. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan- 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kan¬ 
sas  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  feed 
ingredients  from  Lamesa,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Ohio,  Wisconsin,  Indiana,  points  in 
Mississippi  (except  Wilkinson  and  Jack- 
son  Counties)  and  points  in  Tennessee 
(except  Lake  and  Shelby  Counties).  The 
purpose  of  this  filling  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Liberal,  Kans.,  or  Van 
Buren,  Ark.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Kans. 

No.  MC  128527  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed* 
April  18,  1975.  Applicant:  MAY  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  398,  Payette,  Idaho 
83661.  Applicant’s  representative:  C. 
Marvin  May  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 


motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (a)  Iron  and  steel  struc¬ 
tural  flats  and  shapes,  angles,  bars,  rein¬ 
forcing  bars,  beams,  tubing,  and  sheets, 

(b)  iron  and  steel  plates  and  coils,  and 

(c)  iron  and  steel  pipe  and  fittings,  from 
points  in  Multnomah  and  Clackamas 
Counties,  Ore.,  to  Havre,  Mont.,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Montana  in  and 
east  of  Blaine,  Fergus,  Judith  Basin, 
Meagher,  Broadwater,  Jefferson,  Deer 
Lodge,  Silver  Bow,  and  Beaverhead 
Counties,  Mont.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points 
in  Ada,  Canyon,  and  Payette  Counties. 
Idaho. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.76-6847  Filed  3-9-76:8:45  am) 


[Notice  No.  996) 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

March  5,  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  61403  (Sub  235),  The  Mason  and  Dixon 
Tank  Lines,  Inc.,  MC  102616  (Sub  914), 
Coastal  Tank  Lines,  Inc.,  MC  106674  (Sub 
179),  Schllll  Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  MC  107403 
(Sub  947),  Matlack,  Inc.,  MC  110525  (Sub 
1135),  Chemical  Leaman  Tank  Lines,  Inc.. 
MC  112304  (Sub  105),  Ace  Doran  Hauling 
&  Rigging  Co..  MC  116273  (Sub  200) ,  D  &  L 
Transport,  Inc.,  and  MC  116915  (Sub  18), 
Eck  Miller  Transportation  Corp.  now  being 
assigned  March  24,  1976  at  Louisville, 
Kentucky  (3  days).  In  Room  1052A,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  600  Federal  Place. 

MC  113666  (Sub  95),  Freeport  Transport.  Inc. 
now  assigned  April  7,  1976  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C.  is  postponed  to  April  14. 
1976  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  In  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  34822,  Lake  Carriers’  Association,  et  al.  v. 
The  New  York  Central  Railroad  Company 
et  al.,  now  being  assigned  for  hearing 
May  18. 1976,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
F.C.  27620,  Maine  Central  RaUroad  Company 
v.  Amoskeag  Company,  Frederick  C.  Du- 
malne  and  Dumalnes  and  F.C.  27621, 
Amoskeag  Company — Control — Maine  Cen¬ 
tral  Railroad  Company  now  assigned  March 
30,  1976  for  further  pre-hearing  conference 
at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  106398  (Sub  732),  National  Trailer  Con¬ 
voy,  Inc.,  application  dismissed. 

MC  140724,  Burning  Bar  Sales,  Co.,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  June  3,  1976  (2  days),  at 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 
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MC  83539  Sub  421,  C  &  H  Transportation  Co., 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  June  7,  1076  (1 
day),  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif „  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  127042  Sub  154,  Hagen,  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  for  Continued  Hrg.  June  8,  1976 
(1  day),  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC-F  12313,  Wells  Cargo,  Inc. — Purchase — 
Western  Truck  Lines,  and  MC  43269  Sub 
60,  Wells  Cargo,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
for  Cont’d  Hrg.  June  9,  1976  (3  days),  at 
Los  Angeles,  Calif,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC-F  12313,  Wells  Cargo,  Inc. — Purchase — 
Western  Truck  Lines,  and  MC  43269  Sub  60, 
Wells  Cargo,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
Cont’d  Hrg.  June  14,  1976  (1  week),  at 
Reno,  Nevada,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  140833,  Glengarry  Transport  Limited, 
postponed  Indefinitely,  Commission’s  con¬ 
venience. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6843  Filed  3-9-76;8:45  am] 


[Exemption  No.  10;  17th  Rev.] 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  AND  SANTA  FE 
RAILWAY  CO.,  ET  AL 

Exemption  From  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing,  That  the  railroads  named 
herein  own  numerous  40-ft.  plain  box¬ 
cars;  that  under  present  conditions, 
there  is  virtually  no  demand  for  these 
cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car  owners;  that 
return  of  these  cars  to  the  car  owners 
would  result  in  their  being  stored  idle  on 
these  lines ;  that  such  cars  can  be  used  by 
other  carriers  for  transporting  traffic  of¬ 
fered  for  shipments  to  points  remote 
from  the  car  owners;  and  that  compli¬ 
ance  with  Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2  pre¬ 
vents  such  use  of  plain  boxcars  owned  by 
the  railroads  listed  herein,  resulting  in 
unnecessary  loss  of  utilization  of  such 
cars. 

It  is  ordered,  That  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  boxcars  described  in  the  Official 
Railway  Equipment  Register,  I.C.C. 
R.E.R.  No.  398,  issued  by  W.  J.  Trezise,  or 
successive  issues  thereof,  ao  having  me¬ 
chanical  designation  “XM”,  with  inside 
length  44  ft.  6  in.  or  less,  regardless  of 
door  width  and  bearing  reporting  marks 
assigned  to  the  railroads  named  below, 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
Car  Sendee  Rules  1(a) ,  2(a) ,  and  2(b) . 

The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Company,  Reporting  Marks:  ATSF 
Atlanta  and  Saint  Andrews  Bay  Railway 
Company,  Reporting  Marks :  ASAB 
The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  BO 

Bangor  and  Aroostook  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  BAR 


Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks :  BLE 

The  Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Robert  D.  Tlmpany,  Trustee,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks:  CNJ 

The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  CO 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transportation 
Company,  Reporting  Marks.  CGW-CMO- 
C  NW-FDDM-M  STL 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Reporting  Marks:  RI-ROCK 
Chicago,  West  Pullman  &  Southern  Railroad 
Company,  Reporting  Marks:  CWP 
The  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western  Rail¬ 
road  Company,  Reporting  Marks:  DRGW 
Elgin,  Joliet  and  Eastern  RaUway  Company, 
Reporting  Marks :  EJE 

Erie  Lackawanna  Railway  Company,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks:  DL&W-EL-ERIE 
Illinois  Terminal  Railroad  Company,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks:  ITC 

Louisville,  New  Albany  &  Corydon  Railroad 
Company,  Reporting  Marks:  LNAC 
Missouri -Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Company, 
Reporting  Marks :  MKT 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks:  CEI-MI-MP-TP 
St.  Louis -San  Francisco  Railway  Company, 
Reporting  Marks:  SLSF 
Soo  Line  Railroad  Company,  Reporting 
Marks:  SOO 

Southern  RaUway  System,  Reporting  Marks: 
CG-NS-SA-SOU 

Western  Maryland  Railway  Company,  Re¬ 
porting  Marks:  WM 

Effective  11:59  p.m.,  February  24,  1976, 
and  continuing  in  effect  until  further 
order  of  this  Commission. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  February 
17, 1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

l  seal]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.76-6841  Filed  3-9-76:8:46  am] 


[I.C.C.  Order  No.  158;  Revised  S  O.  No.  994] 

THE  CHESAPEAKE  AND  OHIO 
RAILWAY  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Agent,  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Rail¬ 
way  Company  is  unable  to  transport 
through  traffic  over  its  line  between  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois,  and  Detroit,  Michigan,  via 
Grand  Rapids,  Michigan,  because  of  a 
derailment  at  New  Richmond,  Michigan. 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic.  The  Chesapeake 
and  Ohio  Railway  Company,  being  un¬ 
able  to  transport  through  traffic  over  its 
line  between  Chicago,  Illinois,  and  De¬ 
troit,  Michigan,  via  Grand  Rapids,  Mich¬ 
igan,  because  of  a  derailment  at  New 
Richmond,  Michigan,  Is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  divert  or  reroute  such  traffic  over 


any  available  route  to  expedite  the  move¬ 
ment. 

(t)  Concurrence  of  receiving  road  to 
be  obtained.  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
Railway  Company,  in  rerouting  cars  in 
accordance  with  this  order,  shall  receive 
the  concurrence  of  other  railroads  to 
which  such  traffic  is  to  be  diverted  or  re¬ 
routed,  before  the  rerouting  or  diversion 
is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  The 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company, 
when  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order,  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  shipment  is  rerouted  or 
diverted  and  shall  furnish  to  such  ship¬ 
per  the  new  routing  provided  under  this 
order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carri  'r  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  on  the  shipments 
as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  trans¬ 
portation  applicable  to  said  traffic;  divi¬ 
sions  shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order 
remains  in  force,  those  voluntarily 
agreed  upon  by  and  between  said  car¬ 
riers;  or  upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to 
so  agree,  said  divisions  shall  be  those 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  pertinent  authority 
conferred  upon  it  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  8:00  a  m.,  February  28, 
1976. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  March  5,  1976, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  Agent  of  all  railroads,  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agree¬ 
ment;  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  it 
be  filed  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Febru¬ 
ary  28, 1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent, 

[FR  Doc.76-6842  Filed  3-9-76; 8: 45  am] 
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